Y¥ men 
Of Ours 


is Most 
18 Only 
elf ade. 
Ces,” 
> 


S Or dis 
| States, 
trary. 
a8 they 
1% their 
E tO be, 
mM, and 
Trstand 
e, Our 


lorsed 
a8 he 
ponsi- 
Sident 
Onvic- 
heard 

by a 
Stity- 
of the 
ind in 
» him, 
Vative 
lected 
those 
y tend 
of this 
unda- 
ntless 
ns of 


Tnion 
ad for 
refore 
vern- 
those 
assed 
id ex- 
t that 
in the 
Opor- 
'y the 
rublic 
must 
of the 


ciple § 
peo- 
Sy be- 
» and 
of the 
eV be 
bill,” 
y this 
ating 
arms 
) any 
lion? 
in the 
as to 
‘who 
Will 
ed in 
vhole 
es to 
inted 


lemn 
n. If 
lost, 
‘con- 
ye as 
| this 
been 
nt by 
Lions 
ook- 

the 
t op- 
ires. 
reat- 
men 
who, 
e old 
ry,” 
ever 
rhest 
ever 
titu- 


dan- 









THE 


Tywirnty-SEVENTH Coneress, 2p Session. 





‘ 2 99 | 
encies, ponder upon the ** sober second thought, 


and in the future, with that experience which the || 


changed circumstances of the country will bring 


tem of laws that will do injustice to no one, tend 
to reunite the people of the whole Union, soften 
the asperities of the present hour, and bring about 
once more that kind and fraternal feeling, the loss 
of which is so much to be deplored by every Chris- 
tian heart. To the extent that the laws of the 
country have been violated, let the guilty leaders 
be punished; they must not escape; butextend to | 
the masses, who have been deluded and misled, 


| 

j 

| 

| 

‘ . | 

to us, we shall be the better able to devise a sys- || 
| 

| 


pardon and amnesty, upon the condition that they 1 
Bb) 


will return to their loyalty and ** sin no more, 

remembering always that the law inflicts its pun- 
ishment upon the guilty citizen, not so much to 
reform the offender as to prevent a repetition of 
the crime. Let it not be said, Mr. Cn anhen, 
that the policy which I indicate is too gentle in 
times of disaster and revolution like these. We 
must look to the effect which any system of laws 
that we may enact will have upon the country. 

My motto is, ‘* save the nation atany cost;”’ but 
believing as I do that the Constitution affords us 
the amplest power to do this, | am utterly opposed 
to its violation. Let it not be said, either, that I 
am governed by any purpose to shield and protect 
any interest which comes in contact with the safely 
of the Republic and the integrity of the Union. In 
regard to African slavery, I value far higher the | 
permanency of the Government and the preserva- 
tion of the Constitution—for these are essential to 
our own liberties—than I do any question con- 
nected with the freedom or slavery of this inferior 
race of men. I desire to preserve the Government 
as it is, and to do this, I am for using all necessary 
powers granted in the Constitution, executive, 
legislative, and judicial. Bat, sir, I do not wish 
to see the public mind agitated, and the nation’s 
life sull further endangered, not only by the pres- 
sure upon us of unconstitutional, but of idle hu- 
manitarian theories, and abstract opinions. And 
least of all, if the nation must die, let not be writ- 
ten upon its tomb the epitaph: ** Here lies a great 
people, who, in their efforts to give freedom to 
the African slave on this continent, lost their own 
liberties !”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I can hardly presume that we 
shall ever have again in this country, or at least 
for many years to come, the same pleasant and 
agrecable condition of things such as existed be- 
fore the commeycement of this wicked rebellion. 
This war, however, cannot lastalways. It must 
terminate, and, I sincerely trust, before a great 
while. Itis a question of the deepest magnitude, 
and especially in those States where the rebellion 
exists, how matters are to be adjusted so as to 
produce the least possible sacrifice of the business | 
interests of the country, and as little alienation 
among the great masses of the people. Unless 
this be our object, a state of peace may be made more 
terrible even than a state of war. In a short time 
we hope, under the lead of her distinguished son, 
that Tennessee, thrust out of the Union tempo- 
rarily against the wishes of a large majority of 
her people, will return to assume her vacant seats 
inthis Hall, And how are her Representatives to 
be met, upon their entrance into thisbody? Will 
it be as men coming from a coequal State, with 
allits ‘rights and dignity unimpaired?’ Shall 
we meet them at the threshold with manifesta- 
tions of joy? Shall the ‘* fatted calf be killed ?”’ 
Or are they to be told that they have returned too 
late; that Tennessee is no longer a State of the 
American Union; that we have, under the “ war 
power,” blotted out its existence, and converted 
itinto a territorial dependency? Shall we attempt 
to console them with the idea that we had sent to 
them as their Governor some man of that extreme 
political school who originated the idea of destroy- 
ing their State sovereignty, and blotting out State 
lines, and that their offices of honor and of profit 
were to be filled by the same classof men? Shall we 
tell them, furthermore, that in order to preserve 
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among them the most agreeable and harmonious 
state of society, we had passed laws confiscating 
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the property of one half of their inhabitants? Shall | 


we say to them, still further, that, acting upon the 
theory of the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. Con- 


way,] ‘that by the act of secession they had dis- | 
solved the Union,’’ we had treated them as * bel- | 

ligerents,’’ under the law of nations, and, avail- | 
| ing ourselves of these changed relations, we had | 
| broken up one of theirestablished institutions, by | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


emancipating all their slaves, amounting to two | 


hundred and eighty thousand in number? That 
in this, however, we had acted a very generous 


part toward them; that we do not intend to remove | 


this servile race from among them; that they will 
still remain their neighbors and friends, and that 
when they get them thoroughly educated and 
Christianized, they would make most agreeable 
members of society! And that, in order most 
effectually to prevent them from leaving the terri- 
tory, the northern States had commenced the pas- 
sage of laws, and inserting into their respective 
State constitutions such amendments as these: 

« Art. XII[—Sec. 1. No negro or mulatto shall come 
into or settle in this State, after the adoption of this consti- 
tution. 

* Sec. 2. All contracts made with any negro or mulatto 
coming into the State, contrary to the provision of the fore- 
going section, shall be void; and any person who shall em- 
ploy such negro or mulatto, or otherwise encourage him to 
remain in the State, shall be fined in any sum not less than 
ten dollars nor more than $500.’’— Constitution of Indiana. 


° ° . | 
In the constitution adopted by the convention | 


lately held in Illinois, we find the following pro- 
vision: 


* Arr. XVI[I—Sec. 1. No negro or mulatto shall mi- 
grate to or settle in this State, after the adoption of this 
constitution. 

“ Sec. 2. No negroor mulatto shall have the right of suf- 
frage or hold any office in this State. 

“Sec. 3. ‘;he General Assembly shall pass all laws ne- 
cessary to carry into effect the provision of this article.”’ 


Is this your plan of reconstruction? Is this the 


way you expect to save the Constitution and the 
Union? Is this the way you expect to win and, 
in the language of my good friend, (Mr. Crirt- 
TENDEN,] ** woo back”’ the people of the southern 
States? What! break up their State organiza- 
tions, destroy forever their domestic tranquillity, 
beggar them and their children, and yet expect 
them to return to their allegiance and become 
again peaceful and patriotic citizens? Sir, I ask 
is not this the ne plus ultra of human folly? I 
beseech you to abandon these unwise and imprac- 


| ticable measures. You have made by law the cap- 


| ital of the nation free! Be content. Let there be 


no further congressional agitation of the question 


of slavery. Leave the question for all future time | 
to the people of the States where it exists, and to | 
be disposed of by them as they may deem best | 


| for the welfare of all concerned. Sir, I listened 
| with infinite satisfaction to the able argument of 





| the learned gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Tuomas] a few days since against these extreme | 


measures. I cordially indorse almost his entire 
speech. With such Republicans as himself, and 
of my friends from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] and from 
New York, [Mr. Diven,] and many others that 
I could name, my constituents could live, ay, and 
all the reasonable people of the South could live, 
upon terms of the most enduring friendship. Let 
the wisdom of such men guide and control the 
action of the dominant party here, and all will yet 
be well. 

Mr. Chairman, we were treated a short time 
ago, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Davis,] to a disquisition upon the dignity of labor. 
Sir, this is a noble theme, and if he had confined 
himself to the subject without going out of his 
way to make an onslaught upon the loyal people 
of the southern States, there was much which he 
said that met my heartyéndorsement. Sir, [ honor 
and respect the laboring man; to him is our coun- 


try, in a large degree, indebted for its rapid ad- | 


vancement in physical, moral, and mental im- 
proventent; and there is no better specimen of 


manhood to be found, and no higher and more | 


admirable illustration of the beneficent influence 
of our free institutions than that of the man who 


| 
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by his own labor rises from the humbler to the 
higher walks of life; and I care not in what de- 
partment or in what direction these beneficial re- 
sults of labor may be directed. And allow me to 
say, sir, that these liberal sentiments are largely 
entertained by the people in that section of the 
country where Ilive. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, while leveling his malice at the border 
slave States, seemed to think that the only motive 
which prompted them to adhere to the Uniou was 
in order that their institution of slavery might be 
made more secure ! 

Sir, 1 am ready to confess that I believe slavery 
to be more secure in the Union than it would be 
out of it, and especially so if we are to have such 
men as the gentleman from Fennsylvania for our 
neighbors. But how unkind; oh! how unchari- 
table, to attribute a motive like this to the brave 
and loyal men who have risked their all in endeav- 
oring to put down this rebellion. Is not their love 
of country as sincere, and their motives of action 
as pure and honorable, as those that guide and 
control the citizens of other States ? Such attacks 
at this time are out of place here. They reach 
back to the foundation of the Government. They 
are aimed equally at the memories of many of 
those who aided in its establishment—Washine- 
ton and Jefferson, Madison, Clay, and Jackson, 
were not only southern men, but they were all! 
slave owners. While, if you will trace the his- 
tory of slavery on this continent, you will find 
that the people of the northern States were as 
largely instrumental, and profited as much in th 
establishment of African slavery here as did the 
southern people. Whatever guilt attaches to it 
in a moral or political point of view, it must be 
forever shared equally by the North and by th 
South. Sir, the great men of the South need no 
defense at my hand. There i3 nota page in your 
country’s history that is not illuminated and 
adorned by their wisdom, their patriotism, and 
their valor, From the time that the first blow 
was struck inthe cause of American independence, 
until the breaking out of this ** accursed rebel- 
lion,”’ there is scarcely a battle-field whose sands 
were not moistened by the blood of patriotic south- 
ernmen. To them the world is largely indebted 
for the establishment of free government on this 
continent. And the cause of humanity and [ib- 
erty in the distant regions of the earth have had 
no truer and warmer advocates than southern men 
in this Capitol, and whose eloquent words came 

*< So softly, that like flakes of feathered snow, 
They melted as they fell.” 

No, sir, the Union men of the border slave 
States, estimating at their true value all the bles- 
sings conferred upon them by the Union, regard- 
ing the Federal Constitution and the Government 
established under it as the best ever instituted 
among men, following the teachings of the Father 
of his Country, and desiring to hand down to their 
children these priceless gifts, they have and are 


| now risking all that is dear to them for its pres- 


ervation, and but for whose action this day the 
Government would inevitably have been de- 
stroyed. And thesecroakings come with bad grace, 
especially from those whose action has contrib- 
uted so much to the present unfortunate state of 
things, and who, setting aside the Constitution as 
their guide and rule of action, are pressing upon 
us daily the most apn oh rape the suc- 

estroy the last vestige 
of hope for the reconstruction and salvation of the 
Government. 

It has been charged here that Kentucky desired 
to dictate the policy of the nation! Sir, I love 
and honor the people of that noble and proud 
old Commonwealth. It is the land of my birth, 
and I trust I shall ever be as sensitive in regard 
to her reputation as the brave and true men 
around me, who so faithfully represent her in- 
terests here. Where are the evidences of the 


'| truth of this charge? Sir, they do not exist. Ken- 
| tacky does not wish to dictate the policy of the 


nation further than to keep the nation right. At 
the commencement of this rebellion Kentucky did 
all in her power to preserve the peace and to per- 
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vent this fratricidal war. In the councils of the || kindness of that good Providence that has thus 
| far watched over and guided our country through 


nation and before the assemblies of the people she 
plead with all the earnest enthusiasm of a warm- 


hearted patriotism; she offered to the nation, | 


through her iliustrious son, terms of conciliation 
and compromise, which ought to have been ac- 
But her voice was unheeded. Neither 
section would listen to her timely and generous 
appeals. Strife and bitterness seemed to have 
filled the hearts of men on every side. 


cepted. 


Yet Kentucky did not falter; seeing the danger || " a. rene : 
y. 7 ' ©. || ticable politicians and misguided theorists than 


of her own position, and knowing that her fair 
fields would be the inevitable theater upon which 
the heavy clash of arms would first be felt, and 
realizing the natural sympathies of her own peo- 
ple with the southern States, and the misrepre- 
sentations by which bold leaders and crafty trai- 
tors expected to mislead the honest masses, the 
loyal men of Kentucky had a most difficult and 
critica! duty to discharge. 
good judgment she met the crisis, let the history 
of passing events tell. No crimes or blunders 
were committed by her true sons. Rejecting all 
false theories springing out of the secession move- 


With what fidelity and | 


ment, forgetting the sympathies which were ap- | 


pealed to in order to enlist her in the southern | 


cause, rising to a true national position, and | 


planting herself upon the bulwarks of the Federal 


Constitution, she threw off her neutrality, un- || 


sheathed her sword, and by the side of the gal- 
lant men who flocked to her rescue, from Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, and other loyal States, she bid 
defiance to traitors, and proclaimed, in the lan- 
runge of the immortal Jackson: ‘* The Federal 
Union, itmust be preserved.’’ Upon the crimsoned 
fields of Wildcat, of Somerset, of Fort Henry, of 
Fort Donelson, and Pittsburg Landing, she illus- 


| In any respect b 


all the dangers which have beset us: 


| ** A thousand years scarce serve to form a State, 


An hour may lay it in the dust; and when 

Can man its shattered splendor renovate, 

Recall its virtues back, and vanquish time and fate ?”” 

What we most need in the present hour is calm 
and prudent counsels in our legislative halls. I 
am sincere in the belief that the Government is in 
more danger from the indiscreet action of imprac- 


from any failure of our arms. What we want is 
a great Union conservative party, made up from 
all other parties, within whose folds may be gath- 
ered the good men of the nation, North and South, 
planted firmly on the Constitution, and determ- 
ined to resist and to overthrow the aggressions 


| of extremists, and, by a liberal and beneficent 


policy, win back the wandering children of the 
Republic to their duty and their loyalty. 
Sir, if my poor voice could reach our distant 


|| brethren in the South, I would ask each and every 
one of them, what has the South gained by seces- | 


sion? What has any one southern State gained 
by secession ? 
all the South gained by secession? Has it or is 
it likely to give to them a better form of govern- 
ment? Is their property more secure? Has it 
brought peace and happiness to their firesides, 
prosperity to their business? Have they profited 
this movement? On the con- 


| trary, have not the ambitious leaders who put on 


foot this rebellion, contrary to the wishes and bet- 
ter judgment of the masses, brought bankruptcy, 
ruin, and desolation upon the entire South? There 


| never was, so far as | know, a single solitary 


trated anew her deep devotion to the cause of con- | 


stitutional liberty. 

No, sir; Kentucky has not attempted or desired 
to dictate the policy of the nation in this terrible 
crisis. She has done her whole duty under the 
most trying and difficult circumstances that ever 
surrounded a brave and chivalrous people; with 


true and filial devotion she has bared her boson, | 


and received the blow which was intended for the 


heart of the nation; poised upon her own great | 
centers of truth and loyalty, she has resisted 


every appeal made to her by recreant sons, and 


stood as a wall of fire to check the encroachments | 


of those whose purpose was to destroy the nation. 
What I have said of Kentucky is equally true of 
the other border slave Statco—Marvland, West- 
ern Virginia, Delaware, and Missouri. They re- 
gard American nationality as the precious casket 
in which is contained the priceless gifts of free in- 
stitutions, and they would regard themselves as 
alike recreant to their generation, to posterity, and 
to struggling humanity throughout the world, if 
they failed to do their part towards preserving 
and transmitting unimpaired to future generations 
this sacred and invaluable trust. 

Sir, whatever others may have done, or may 
yet do, to uphold and maintain the Government 
and the Constitution, the loyal men of the border 
slave States, as long as time shall last and free 
institutions be prized among men, will be remem- 


bered and honored for their heroic courage and | 


devoted patriotism. Like poor old Lear, they 
have withstood the ** peltings of the pitiless storm”’ 
that raged around them; they have checked and 
rolled back the mad waves of passion and of prej- 
udice which were sweeping with desolating fury 
over the land, and threatening to ingulf all that 
was most precious on this continent. For the 
sake of their country and its free institutions they 
have sacrificed their material interests, broken the 
tenderest ties of family and of social life, and de- 
termined either to perish or to save from dismem- 
berment and ruin the Union and the Constitution, 
threatened by the fierce assaults of ambitious 


ers. And, sir, as long as a love of liberty and 
of free government shall find a lodgment in the 
hearts of men, the names of Johnson, of Ether- 
idge, of Prentice, of Guthrie, of Davis, of Gam- 
ble, of Bates, of Phelps, and though last, yet first, 
of my venerable friend who sits before me, [Mr. 
CritTenDen,] will be associated with the founders 
of republican government on this continent. 

Mr. Chairman, | fear the end is not yet. My 
mind alternating betwixt hope and fear, | put my 
faith upon the patriotism and good sense of the 
great majority of the American people, and the 











meeting of the people asking a change of Govern- 
ment. The movement did not originate with the 
people themselves. They are patriotic. It origi- 
nated with Davis and his traitorous crew in this 


Capitol. And oh! 
‘Is there not some chosen curse, 
Some hidden thunder in the stores of Heaven, 
Red with uncommon wrath, to blast the man 
Who owes his greatness to his country’s ruin ?”? 

The masses were happy and contehted, satis- 
fied with their Government as it was. 
under the protection and benign influence of a free 
Constitution and wholesome laws, they asked for 
no change, they wanted none, and they are now 
sighing for the old order of things. This mon- 
strous crime of involving the country in rebellion 
and war lies at the door of uneasy and discon- 
tented politicians, reckless and maddened leaders, 
and was gotten up to promote their own reckless 
and selfish ends. A day of terrible retribution 
awaits them. Like Actzon, in heathen mythol- 
ogy, they will, in the end, be destroyed by their 
own friends. The loyal citizens of the South, de- 
ceived and betrayed, willin due season turn upon 
them and punish them for their crimes; while the 
great and beneficent Government, the glory and 
admiration ofevery loyal American heart, planted 
amidst all the perils and dangers of our revolu- 
tionary conflict, will exert its authority through- 
out the length and breadth of the nation, and our 
hearts will be once more cheered and animated at 
the sight of the ** old flag,’’ baptized, as itwill have 
been, in fire and blood, planted securely upon 
every mountain top and in every valley, from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific coast. 

Mr. Chairman, the effect of this revolution will 
be to settle, and forever, certain dangerous theories 
springing out of our form of government, and 
tending constantly to a collision Eulieogh the State 
and national authorities. 


* Sweet are the uses of adversity, 
Which, like the toad, ugly and venomous, 
Wears yet a precious jewel in its head.” 


The nation has been convulsed.to its center; 


| thousands of true and brave men have been sac- 
leaders, and their deluded and misguided follow- || 


rificed in the contest; we have created a national 
debt which will be a heavy burden to the present 
and to several generations which will come after 
us; but all these are as nothing compared with 
the value of the life of the nation. The people 
will not murmur if the CUnstitation is preserved, 


| and our matchless form of government not seri- 


| 


i} 
i} 
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ously impaired. They will feel assured that no 


such revolution will be attempted again for ** light || 


and transient causes.”’ a will feel their faith 
greatly strengthened in republican institutions. 
The experiment will have been thoroughly 


What has any one individual in | 


Living | 








tested as to the ability of the people to govern | 
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themselves. And ‘‘when wild war’sdeadly bla 
o’er,’’and the angel of peace shall once mores — 
his bright wings across the continent star ; 
afresh in the race of nations, and purified hee ie 
severe ordeal through which we have been an. 
pelled to pass, we will be a wiser, a better > 
stronger people; and when men have returned _ 
the peaceful pursuits of private life, and Seiten 
shall have assumed again the Steady forms of law 
and order, the energies of the masses wil] be ee 
chained in new fields of enterprise that wil] lure 
them on to reinstate their fortunes, and despite 
the terrors and calamities of the frightful and un- 
natural revolution through which we are now 
passing, our great nation, with the strength of a 
young giant, will at one bound assume its |os; 
position, and go forward in the march of improve. 
ment in a manner that will eclipse even cur former 
unparalleled success; and before the close of the 
present century, in all the elements of power and 
of national strength, and in our contributions to 
science and literature, to art, to arms, to com. 
merce, to manufactures, to agriculture, we wi] 
assume a position second to no other civilized 
nation In the world. 

Mr. Chairman, in casting our eyes across the 
beautiful valley westward, we behold a vast and 
unfinished monument, intended by his affectioy- 
ate countrymen to Petes a lively recollection 
of the virtues and character of Washington. Each 
State of the American Union has contributed a 
part of the material of which this beautiful shaft 
From one a block of limestone, from 
another a block of marble, from another a block 
of granite, from anothera block of quartz sprinkled 
with gold, &c. The motto of the great State that | 
have the honor, in pert, to represent in this Hall, 
is, ** United we stand; divided we fall,’’ and in her 
contribution to the Washington monument she 


| has sent here a block of solid iron, carved from 


her own great mountain, typical of her vast min- 
eral resources, and of her strength and power 
when these resources are fully developed, and in- 
dicating further that, as iron is more durable than 
marble or granite, so Missouri will be more stead- 
fast in maintaining Tue Union oF THese Srares 
and in preserving the Constitution and Govery- 
MENT Which WasHINGTON gave to us. 

Mr. NORTON. [had hoped, and the country 
expected, that this pestiferous question of slavery 
which for the last fifteen or twenty years has en- 
grossed so much of the time of the representative 
men of the Republic on this floor, would be ban- 
ished from the council chambers of the nation. If, 
heretofore, in,times of profound peace and na- 
tional tranquillity, its discussion had been attended 
with results either practical or beneficial, its intro- 
duction now, in these times of darkness, danger, 
and peril to constitutional liberty, might be ex- 
cused, if not justified. But, in timesgone by, when 
evil rather than good, mischief rather than benefit, 
embittered hate rather than fraternal feeling, dis- 
cord ratherthan harmony, sectional division rather 
than national union, have been its invariable prod- 
ucts, its revival now manifests, to say the very 
least of it, a disregard of the past foreboding noth- 
ing good for the future. If, forty years ago, its 
introduction into these Halls struck like a fire 
bell at night upon the ears of Thomas Jefferson, 
and caused him to tremble because of the conse- 
quences likely to flow from it, what can justify its 
renewal now when one third of the States stand 
in revolt to the authority of the Government? lis 
discussion, sir, has no charms for me, and noth- 
ing but a stern sense of duty to those I represent 
on this floor would drive me to a participation in 
it. I propose to discuss the various propositions 
involving the confiscation of property and the 
emancipation of slaves. ; 

In the advocacy of these various propositions, it 
has been said by the gentleman from Massachu- 
ee ere eated by others, thatsla- 
very is the cause of this rebellion, and should there- 
fore be exterminated on the principle, I suppose, 
of removing the cause to get rid of the effect of that 
cause, of curing the disease by taking away that 
which produces it. If the premises taken by the 
gentlemar are correct, the conclusion at which he 
arrives is irresistibly true. But, sir, is this posi- 
tion well taken? I think not, and shall endeavor 
to demonstrate its incorrectness, and show the 


| fallacy and sophistry of the argument built upon 


it. In what sense is it the cause of this rebel- 
lion? Can the country, or any gentleman on this 
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foor, from any remark which fell from the lips | 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, tell how || 
; Is it the || three fourths of the States were free, and that then 


procuring, producing, or instrumental cause; and | 


slavery is the cause of this rebellion? 


if either, how has it ore so as to put arms 
in the hands of one million ef our people, with a 


common ancestry, common kindred, and common | 


country, with which they are trying to cut each || 


other’s throats, and take each other’s lives? 

It will not do to rest the argument upon the 
simple, bare, and unproved statement that slavery 
is the cause of this rebellion. he p: 
sition, and if successful in overthrowing it the 
fabric built upon it falls to the ground. 
more the cause of this rebellion than the match 
which I ignite and apply to my neighbor’s barn 
is the cause of the destruction of his property. I 
am the cause and the fire of the match the instru- 
ment. Itis no more the cause of this rebellion 
than the rifle loaded with ball, discharged by me 
into the heart of another, is the cause of his death. 
Iam the murderer, and the rifle the instrument 
used to commit the crime. That oe officer 
who, upon a state of case like this, instead of 
punishing me for arson in the one case and mur- 
der in the other, would pronounce in his sentence 
in the one case, that all the fire in the country 
should be put out and no more matches made, or 
in the other, that all the rifles should be destroyed 
andno more powder and ball should be manufac- 
tured—that judicial officer would be deemed to 
possess strange powers of reasoning, and be uni- 
versally pronounced unfit for the station which he 
would thus disgrace. I desire to treat this subject 
fairly, and fling away from it all sophistry; for it 
is presumed that no gentleman in this House will 
do otherwise than follow the dictates of an honest 
judgment and the promptings of a conscience 
schooled to approve the right and condemn the 
wrong, 

In what sense, then, if any, is it that slavery is 
the cause of the present unhappy and unfortunate 
condition of the country ? It is not to be found in 
the fact that four millions of slaves are simply 
owned as property by the citizens of fifteen States 
that revolution runs riotin the land. It isnot to 
be found in the fact that the citizens of these States 


own under their laws from three to four thousand | 


millions of dollars’ worth of slave property. That 
seems to me to be absurd, and the history of man- 
kind furnishes no example of a people undertak- 
ing to revolutionize a Government simply because 
they owned property. But Governments being es- 
tablished for the protection of person and prop- 
erty, the history of our race is full of examples 
where Governments have been revolutionized be- 
cause the people of those Governments believed 
that the Government, so far from protecting them 
in their rights of property, was about to destroy 
that property itself. ‘The cause, then, of this war 
is not (as [ infer the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts intended to be understood) to be found in 
the simple existence of slavery and the ownership 
of slaves, but, sir, it is to be found in the fact that 
the owners of this kind of property have been 
made to believe that it was to be ignored, and that 
the Government in the hands of the Republican 
party, a party built up on their opposition to sla- 
very, would not only cease to protect, but abso- 
lutely destroy this particular species of property. 
It is not slavery, the ownership of slaves, which 
has led them to take up arms, but the firm and 
religious belief that by remaining in the Govern- 
ment they will lose their property. 

| will not enter into an argument here for the 
purpose of showing whether this belief is well 
founded or not, and will simply content myself by 
adverting to one method of argumentation which 
has been used to impress this belief upon the 
minds of the people in the slaveholding States. 
They have been told, and gentlemen upon the 
other side know how truly or falsely, that a large 
majority of the people of the non-slaveholding 
States believe that slavery isa sin against the laws 
of God, and not only a moral evil, but a national 
curse; that while the Republicans admitted that, 
under theexisting Constitution, they had no power 
to interfere with or abolish slavery in the States 
where it existed, they had incorporated in their 
platform, asa part of their doctrinal creed, that no 
more States with slave constitutions were to be 
admitted in the Union; that under the operation of 
this principle, ina very shorttime, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, ashington, Utah, Nevada, Colorado, 


I deny the propo- | 


It is no | 








| 








. . | 
and Dakota would come into the Union as free | 
States, and that other States could be divided until 


the majority of the citizens of those States, believ- 
ing slavery to bea sin both against God and the na- 
tion, if they were honest men, would be compelled, 
by a sense of moral and national obligation, to 
call a convention of all the States to amend the 
Constitution, and confer upon Congress the power 
constitutionally to abolish slavery. They have 
been told that, if they would save their property, 
they must strike the blow at once, and cut their 
connection with the Government before they were 
bound hand and foct; that delay in this matter 
would be death and destruction tothem, ultimately 
resulting in the Africanization of the southern 
States. 

I will not stop to point out the various other | 


| 


methods of argumentation which have been adopt- | 
ed for the purpose of riveting and fastening this | 


conviction on the minds of the citizens of the south- 
ern States. 
ing extracts from the speeches and letters of the 
leading men of the Republican party, nor by quot- 
ing from their acknowledged and accredited party 


I will not detain the House by read- 


| 


organs, nor by criticising the dogma that an irre- | 
pressible conflict had commenced between free | 


and slave labor, which must continue till slavery 


was established everywhere in the United States, | 


or abolished everywhere. It is sufficient for the 


purposes of this argument that I have shown that | 


it is the firm, deep-seated, and settled conviction 
and belief of the people of the southern States 


that their slave property was endangered and | 


would be finally lost, that has caused them to rush 
to arms and endeavor to establish a government 
of their own, independent of the Government of 
the United States. It is not the condition of sla- 
very as an existing social, domestic, or political 


relation which has caused the revolt, but, sir, the | 


belief that this condition will be destroyed, and 


that belief superinduced by the Republican party. | 


Now, sir, if this is a tair presentation of the 
case, the conclusion of the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts, so far from following as a logical se- | 


quence, falls to the ground, and the opposite of his 
deduction is true. 


people now in arms that this particular species of 


For, sir, if it be the fact, as I | 
think it has been shown that it is, the belief of the || 


property by the action of the Federal Government | 


and the Republican party will be destroyed, then 
by destroying it, abolishing it, and emancipating 


the slaves—as the gentleman and the various bills | 


propose—you at once convince them and the coun- 


try that their belief is well founded, and not with- | 
Instead, sir, of this resolution or | 


out a cause. 
these bills relieving this war of the cause producing 


it, it is butan aggravation to the cause; and if the | 


gentleman desires to wind up this war—which he 
treats as the effect of a cause—let him and his 
party remove that cause by so acting as to take 
away from the minds and hearts of the citizens of 
the slaveholding States the belief that property of 
the value of hundreds and thousands of millions 
of dollars was about to be destroyed. He does 
not propose that, but insists upon doing a thing 


which, if done, will destroy the very thing the | 


fear of the destruction of which has caused the 
present condition of things. 
If, sir, the fears of the people upon this subject 


| had been allayed last winter by congressional 


action, the country, instead of being engaged 
not only in a civil but social war, visiting ruin 
upon the commerce, agriculture, and manufac- 
tures of the country, would now be at compara- 
tive peace, enjoying its accustomed prosperity and 
happiness. The country knows why this was 


| not done, and by what party it was prevented 


from being done. It constitutes a part of our his- 
tory already written; and the impartial reader will 
be at no loss to determine why the patriotic and 
energetic efforts of the then venerable Senator 
from Kentucky to save his country from its present 
state failed tosucceed. It has been my endeavor 
to expose the eae of the argument of gentle- 
men on the other side, and on this branch of the 
subject I have nothing further tosay. They are 
acting on this belief, a belief or conviction brought 
about by the course of current events in the non- 
slaveholding States for some years past. Gentle- 
men may say that their belief, their conviction, is 
a delusion. If it isa delusion, does the gentle- 
man propose the properremedy when he proposes 
to make their delusion a reality, or would it not 


rather comport with sound logic to remove the 
delusion under which they are acting by giving 
them an assurance that their fears were ground- 
less,us the propositions of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, last winter, proposed. 

Suppose that the southern section were the dom- 


| inant section, and that they were to declare a war 
| of extermination, not with swords and bullets, 
| buta political war under the Constitution, in a 
| constitutional way, against the workshops and 
|| manufacturing and commercial interests of the 


New England States, ultimating in their total 


| destruction and overthrow, and the impoverish- 
| ment of their people; and suppose that they were 


to complain, to the extent even of resisting the 
proposed destruction of their interests by armed 
resistance, | ask gentlemen if they think and be- 
lieve that the introduction and passage of an act 
consummating the very thing of which they com- 
plain would make the New Englanders lay down 
their arms and love the Government with a per- 
fect love? I think not. Seek not, then, to appl 
the poisoned chalice to the lips of others, w Soh 
you would dash with scorn from your ewn. 

The principal argument adduced in support of 
the proposition under consideration having, as | 
conceive, been shown to be fallacious, there are 
many reasons why the proposition should not be 
embodied inalaw. Congress possesses no power 
except what the Constitution gives it. The Con- 
stitution creates Congress, and confers upon it its 
authority. Beyond the authority or power thus 
conferred we dare notgo. Ido not think that the 
Constitution confers upon Congress, either ex- 
pressly or impliedly, the power proposed to be 
exercised in the passege of this bill. [ have been 
unable to recognize the clause which confers it, 
and it is for those who insist upon the passage of 
the bill to point out the clause from which it is 
derived. It will not doto derive it from the power 
to declare war, for Congress has not declared war. 
Congress has raised an army and navy todo what? 
Why, sir, to suppress an insurrection, repel inva- 
sion, and put down a rebellion, 

What is the attitude, what the relation, of the 
insurgents or rebels? Are they in the position of 
alien enemies and foreigners to the Government? 
Clearly not. The Government itself does not so 
consider it, and hence will not recognize them as 
belligerents. If they are not to be regarded as for- 
eign enemies and aliens at war with the Govern- 


| ment of the United States, then the law of nations 


regulating the conduct of two Powers at war does 
not apply to the case, and it cannot be treated ac- 
cording to the rules of war governing conflicts be- 
tween such Powers. The Government itself does 
not so treat the case. For privateers sailing with 





| 
| 
| 


letters of marque and reprisal from the so-called 
confederate States, when taken as prisoners, are 


| treated as pirates under our laws against piracy, 
| handed over to the civil authorities of the coun- 


| try, and by them are indicted, tried, and convicted. 
| What, then, sir, isthe relation of the insurgents 
| or rebels. According to our theory they are citi- 
| zens of the United States in revolt, in arms, against 
| the Government, and called traitors. How are 
| they to be dealt with, and what is to bedone with 


| them? If that is their relation, which seems to be 
| 


| conceded, and is the view at least of the executive 


as well as the judicial department of the Govern- 
ment, the case is a plain one, and we are not left 


| in the dark as to the course to be pursued. Who, 
| sir, isa traitor? That citizen who commits trea- 


son. And what is treason? It, sir, is a crime of 
so high a nature that our feathers would not leave 
| its definition to the ordinary Legislature of the 
| country, but deemed it of sufficient importance to 
| incorporate the following definition of it in the or- 
ganic law of the land: 


“Treason against the United States shall consist only 
in levying war against them or adhering to their enemies, 


That, sir, and that alone is treason, and he who 
commits the act therein specified is guilty of trea- 
son. Whatare youtodo withhim? Arrest him, 

| af it becomes necessary, with the military arm of 


| giving them aid and comfort.” 
! 
1} 


'| the Government, pass him over to the eivil tribu- 


| nals of the country for indictment, trial, convic- 
tion, and execution. Thatis the plain, necessary, 
and only legal course which, under our system, 
| can be taken. It was the view entertained by our 
| fathers, from which latter-day saints are disposed 
todissent. Why, sir, it is said that a citizen who 
| thus acts—and the argument is made here—is dis- 
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loyal, and therefore loses all his rights under the 
Constitutio Did the framers of that Constitu- 
tion say so? No, sir. They said that the citizen 
thus acting was @ traitor, and when convicted in 
a court competent to try him should pay the pen- 
aity affixed to the crime. A, harboring malice 
ist his neighbor, waylays him, stabs him to 
i heart, committing willful and deliberate mur- 
der with malice prepense, and by this act makes 
himself a disloyal man. When he is arraigned 
for trial charged with his crime, would any court 
isten with complacency to the lawyer who would 
rise in his place and urge that, because the crim- 
inal was disloyal, that he should not be heard in 
court either by himself or counsel, that he should 
not be confronted face to face by his accusers, that 
he should not have compulsory process for his 
witnesses, nor the benefits of a trial by jury? In- 
stead of listening to an argument like this, would 
not the court be rather justified in ordering an in- 
quest of lunacy for the attorne y before he tried 
the prisoner, for it would certainly be unsafe to 
trust the prosecution of one charged with so high 
crime to such hands. So, sir, with the case at 
bar; so, sir, with the traitor the same reasoning 
would apply with the same force as with the mur- 
dere r, | 
But, sir, it may be said that Congress, in addi- | 
tion to the death penalty attached to the crime of 
trenson, may affix other punishment in the way 
of forfeiting or confiscating the guilty man’s prop- 
erty. Grant that it may be so, yet, in affixing 
this additional punishment to the crime, the power 
to do it can only be exercised under the limita- 
tions Imposed in the Constituuion. That instru- 
ment in article three, section three, reads thus: 








t 


‘* The Congress shall have power to declare the punish 
ment of treason 3 but no attainder of treason shall work cor- 
ruption of blood or forfeiture, except during the life of the 
person attainted.”’ 


Now, sir, under this limitation Congress can- 
not confiscate or forfeit property for a longer pe- 
riod than the life of the owner, and this forfeiture 
cannot take place, if affixed as a punishment to 
the crime, ull the conviction of the party charged. 
If it is made a part of the penalty for the offense, 
you might as well hang the criminal before he is 
tried, convicted, and sentenced, as to confiscate 
his property. In my section of Missouri, if this 
were done, it would be esteemed to be done by 
mob authority, and without warrant of law. Ac- 
cording to our theory, as it seems to be under- 
stood and practiced upow by the Administration, 
we have an Army of upwards of six hundred 
thousand men as a police force charged with arrest- 
ing those who are guilty of treason, and passing 
them over to the civil authorities for punish- 
ment, 

dut, itis said by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, in support of this resolution to confiscate 
property, that inter arma leges silent. In arms, in 
war, or in battle, as you may choose to interpret | 
it, the laws are silent. This is a high-sounding 
phrase, striking upon the ears of the vulgar with | 
wonder, if not with admiration; but 1 have been 
unable to understand its application or force in sup- 
port of a proposition to pass alaw when, according 
to the logic of the gentleman, the laws sleep or are 
silent for the time beingafter they aremade, What 
idea is intended to be conveyed when the maxim 
is used, that when in war the laws are silent? Is 
it intended to convey the idea that this country, 
when engaged in war with a foreign country, that 
the war thus prosecuted or defended suspends the 
Constitution and laws of the country, and that the | 
mere pendency of the warconfers upon the Exec- 
utive and Congress unlimited power to do what- 
ever to them seemeth good? Does it mean that 
the judiciary or civil power of the Government is 
subordinated to the military; or, in other words, 
that the only law is that of force or arbitrary will? 
Such a meaning would destroy our whole system 
and convert a constitutional government into a 
military despotism. Our fathers have had the wis- 
dom to repudiate this idea by providing in the 
organic law that the military arm of the Govern- 
ment shall be always kept in subordination to the 
civil. Does it mean that an armed soldiery shall | 
enter the premises of the citizen, take his horses, 
cattle, hogs, and corn, and when told by the owner 
that they are acting in violation of law, they make | 


THE CONGRE 


slave property exempt? 


| as other property. 





State, a village—the county seat—take possession 
of it, burn it, destroy from three to seven hundred 
thousand dollars’ worth* of property, and also 
burn in the vicinity of it the mansion of a Senator 
in Congress, who had been quietly, ever since the 
adjournment of Congress, and was at the time 
with his family in northwestern Virginia, and a 
sufficient reply to all this found in the maxi that 
the laws are silent? Such, sir, cannot be its in- 
tendment. I pass from this digression. 

It is also asked by those who advocate the pas- 
sage of this resolution: shall all other property of 
rebels be subject to forfeiture and confiscation, and 
Surely not; but treat it 





as you do other property. When you confiscate | 


the wagon, do you sink it in the sea? when you 
forfeit the horse ,do you give its carcass a prey to 
the vulture? or do you confiscate it to the use of the 
State, converting it into money, first, paying the 


honest debts of the citizen who forfeits, and re- | 


tainting the surplus for the use of the State? ‘This 
is certainly the natural course for the law to take; 
but this resolution does not propose to treat this 
Allother kinds of property 
but slave property are to be used for the purpose 
of paying the debts of the original owner first, and 


then the remainder to go into the public Treasury; | 


but slave property is to be destroyed, and no 
longer to be considered as property. 
resolution, injustice of the most flagrant kind 


Under this | 


would be perpetrated. A citizen of Virginia, loyal | 


to the Government, has, upon the faith of his 
neighbor’s property in slaves, become his cred- 
itor, knowing at the ume that his neighbor’s only 


_ability to pay rested in this kind of property. 
Under this resolution his debt would be made | 


worthless, and he left to whistle to the winds for 
his pay. j 
Government, but it is a kind of justice with which 
the minds of the people have never been familiar- 
ized, and with which I trust they never will be- 
come acquatnted, ‘ 

In this point of view, then, an insurmountable 
objection presents itself, to my mind, to the pas- 
sage of the resolution or bill to confiscate slave 
property. But, sir, the passage of such a law 
would be doing great injustice to the loyal men of 
the seceded or revolutionary States. Lu the con- 
duct of this war, and in the hope entertained of 
restoring the authority of the Constitution in the 


| revolutionary States, the Government has acted 


upon the idea that there isa large Union element 
in those States opposed to the rebellion. Ido not 
believe that such is the case, for excluding West- 
ern Virginia, Eastern ‘Tennessee, Maryland, Del- 


aware, Kentucky,and Missouri, my belief is that | 
| the people of the revolutionary States stand al- 


most a unit upon the question. But, for the sake 


|| of the argument, admit that the loyal feeling in 


those States is in the proportion of one third or 


| one half, would it be doing justice to them to de- 


stroy their property and render it valueless by 
turning loose upon them one half or two thirds of 
the slaves of those in revolt? It seems to me not, 


| sir, and they would be compelled, in their own 


| sand millions of dollars. 


| nothing of the depreciation of property in value, | 
| less than §1,000,000,000. 


to him a sufficient reply when they say, that in || 


war the laws cannot operate ? 


defense, tomanumittheirslaves. What,sir, would 


be its effect upon the material wealth of the coun- | 
‘The estimated vaiue of all the property in | 


ry? 
the United States is, | think, about twelve thou- 
This war in all proba- 
bility wall not cost the country in money, to say 


‘This resolution pro- 
poses at one dash to blot out almost three thou- 
sand millions of dollars’ worth of property. De- 
preciation in the value of property caused by our 
woubles will probably not amount to less than 
$1,000,000,000 more, placing it at a decrease of 
one twelfth, 

In this point of view another powerful reason 
presents uself to my mind why this measure 
should be defeated. 1 wiil not elaborate it, for it 
is seen ata glance, and needs but a presentation. 
The greatand leading objection to the propesition 


|| is that it violates the Constitution, our organic 


law. | acknowledge no necessity which will au- 
thorize Congress to legislate in contravention of 
the Constituuon. We are not sworn to legislate 
according to necessity and circumstances. 1 am 
for maintaining the Constitution, and when that 
is saideverything is said. The Constitution makes 
the Government, brings it into being. The Union 


Does it mean that || of the States is one of the consequences of its adop- 
an armed soldiery can enter, as they did in my | tion. 


It is the ligament, the bond which binds 


This may be meting out justice by the | 
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the Union together; break it, and to the exten th 
you infract it you destroy the Union. That m i 
and only that man, who disregards his obligat = : 
to the Constitution is a disunionist, | en oe 
and organizes the best Government ever made f , 
man, and we can only transmit the blessin« 
that Government to our posterity b f" 
the Constitution in all its parts, 
Now, sir, my jadgmentisthat this whole slayory 
question oughtto be postponed. Atthe very thresh. 
old, at the very outset, after the battles of the Rey. 
olution had been fought, the independence of tj. 
colonies established, and the inyperfectious of tho 
Articles of Confederation had been demonstrat, d. 
when our fathers met to adopt a Constitutioy > 
form a more perfect union, &e., they found three 


or 
sof 
y MAalntainine 

£ 


| Classes of persons to be provided for—the red man 





the black man, and the white man. What did 
they do with them? They were about making a 
Government to be founded upon the virtue and ip- 
telligence of the governed, upon the idea that those 
who were to become the subjects of that Govern. 
ment possessed intelligence enough to perceiye 
the right, and virtue enough to do what their jp. 
telligence prompted. Let us learn wisdom from 
them, for surely they were as patriotic as the pa- 
triots of the modern times. What did they do with 
these classes? Did they elevate the red man toa 
condition of equality with the white man, by con- 
ferring upon him the right to vote, and maki g 
him eligible to office, to a seat on this floor? They 
did not, and why? Simply because he was pot 
capable of self-government. Savage in his dispo- 
sition, cruel in his nature, brutal in his passions, 
dwarfish in his intellect, he was not fit to govern 
himself. He would huntand fish, roam the prairie, 
chase the buffalo, shoot the deer and the antelope, 
but he would not work, he would not be civilized, 
So they left him without conferring any benefits 
upon him under the Constitution which they had 
met to adopt. 

So with the black man; they found him in his 
native wilds a barbarian, a savage, degraded al- 
must to the level of the brute. They found him 
also a cannibal in his habits, cruel in bis nature, 
brutal in his passions, dwarfish in his intellect. 
They found him in his native State almost too 
indolent to gather a precarious subsistence from 
the spontaneous productions of nature; that he 
had never invented either a spade, hoe, or plow. 
They found him in the State to which be had been 


| wansported, moralized, Christianized, and semi- 


civilized, a most useful instrument of labor, with 
every inducement of interest as well as bumanity 
on the part of his master to feed him well, clothe 
him well, and work him moderately. ‘They did 
not believe that he should be elevated to an equal 
place with the white man in the Government, and 
hence they made no provision for him in that Con- 
stitution, except asaslave, and conferred no ben- 
efit upon him under it. They left him as an in- 
strument of labor in the hands of his master; and 


so deeply were they impressed with his utility vs 


a laborer that they inserted a clause prohibiuing 


| Congress from forbidding the slave trade for nearly 


one tourth of a century after the adoption of the 
Constitution. This Congress should treat the 
question as our fathers treated it, and not com- 


| plicate the questions of the day by praginatical 


interference with it. 
For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, and others 


/as cogent which might be assigned, I shall vote 
_ against either one of the propositions which have 


been introduced. 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Lask my colleague 
to allow me five minutes. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to submit some remarks 
this evening, but my colleague asks me to allow 


| him about five minutes of my time, and the gen- 


tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Epwarops) 
about fifteen minutes, and if those two gentlemen 
will panctually yield the floor at the expiration 
of that time, that I may then have it, I will give 
way to them. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I will do so. ; 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Certainly I will. 

Mr. ALLEN. | yield now to my colleague tor 
five minutes and then to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire for fifteen minutes, and then I trust 
the committee will permit me to submit my 'e- 
marks this evening. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Mr. Chairman, | 


have waited patiently for three days for this the 
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oarliest occasion presented for a personal expla- 
nation. 3 ‘ d . 

in a speech delivered in this city the other 
day—not in this House—certainly not in the Sen- 
ate ?—no such speech could have been tolerated in 
an American Senate—lI find the following : 


“| aeeuse them [the Democratic party) of a deliberate | 


purpose tw assail, through the judicial tribunals and through 
the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United 
States, and everywhere else, and to overawe, intimidate, 
and trample under foot, if they can, the men who boldly 


stand forth in defense of their country, now imperiled by | 


this gigantie rebellion. [ have watched it long. 1 have seen 


itin secret. I have seen its movements ever since that | 


party got together, with a colleague of mine in the other 
House as chairman of the committee on resolutions—e man 
who never had any sympathy with this Republic, but whose 


every breath is devoted to its destruction, just as far as his | 


heart dare permit him to go.” 


Now, sir, here in my place in the House, and | 


as a Representative, | denounce—and I speak it 
advisedly—the author of that speech as a liar, a 
scoundrel, and a coward. His name is Benyamin 
F. Wape. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is out of order. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, the com- 


mittee willdo me the justice to believe that | should 


not rise at this late hour to make a speech of any | 


length. I should not, sir, rise at all if it were not 
that the bill before the committee was introduced 


by me and referred to the Committee of Ways | 


and Means, and is now reported back by them 


with an amendment, in the furm of a substitute, | 
and that | am desirous of submitting a few re- 


marks upon the bill and substitute which [ may 
not have another opportunity of doing. 


it is wae that I should have been glad of the | 


opportunity of placing my poor sentiments before 
the committee upon the great subject which has 
been under discussion for the last two days to the 
exclusion of every other, and which seems to have 


lost none of its interest—referring, of course, to | 


the question of confiscation; but I shall not at- 
tempt it now, and if I shall not have the oppor- 
tunity hereafter, shall content myself, as | have so 
far done, with expressing my opinions in relation 
to itby my votes. I should have been glad, too, 
to have listened to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Diven] who desired to speak this afternoon 
on the same subject; but I am constrained to say 
that I think there are other subjects equally de- 
serving some share at least of the attention of the 
House. I regard the measure now before the com- 
mittee as one of that character. For the last two 


months [ have been endeavoring to place before | 


the House the claims of a class of the community 
who cannot speak for themselves, and whose nat- 
ural guardians—those upon whom they would 


have relied to speak for them—now sleep buried | 
under the soil of what was to them and is to us | 


almost a foreign land. I refer to the widowsand 


heirs of the volunteer soldiers who have laid their | 
lives on the altar of theircountry, The committee | 
has reported back this bill in a shape which makes | 
it a general appropriation bill, and has thereby 
given an opportunity for this general discussion, 
do not design to participate. 
The amendment which the committee has reported 
is perfectly satisfactory, so far as the subject-mat- 
ter of theebill is concerned, and I hope that the 
House will give its prompt attention to the matter. 

Sir, there are already filed in the Second Au- 
ditor’s office applications from a large number of 
those persons asking this small pittance from the 
Government, which it has promised and the pay- 
It is due to them that 
there should be no further unnecessary delay in 
these payments, if we have any consideration for 
Each payment is to 
Let us look at that account a 
Every 
$100 proposed to be appropriated in this bill will 
settle finally the account of the Government with 
the representatives of some one volunteer who has 
fallen in its service. On the one side, the Gov- 
ernment stands a debtor for a prompt response to 
its calls in its hour of danger, with the service 
nonin with the hardships endured, and his 
ife laid down asa sacrifice in the very prime and 
vigor of early manhood; and on the other side the 
Government will stand credited with the pay of 
thirteen dollars a month and some little clothing 
and an inconsiderable bounty at the outset, and by 
; : ltry sum it shall now pro- 
vide. This bill is to close that account finally and 


in which, I repeat, 


ment of which it delays. 


the dead or for the living. 
close an account. 
moment and see what items compose it. 


a further credit of the 
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| | 
| forever so far as concerns sixty thousand deceased || when my colleague [Mr. VaLuanpiGaan] got the 





soldiers. How immeasurably it will still leave the || floor, and made some desultory remarks—— 


| Government indebted to each. 
| that it is our duty to pass this bill without further 
| delay. It was said at first that there was some 
| doubt about the interpretation of the existing law, 

butthe Attorney General has removed that doubt, 
if there wasany. There could not, however, have 
been any doubt about it with any one at all accus- 
tomed to the reading of statutes. 

Mr. Chairman, | do not expect to trouble the 
House again in reference to this bill, and as it is 
now late, and there is a disposition to adjourn 
after hearing the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio upon a different sulject, | will only-express 
|| the hope that this House will not hold this bill as 
|| a convenient arrangement for general discussion 


der the previous question, hasten its passage, and 
at once provide the means necessary for discharg- 
ing this liability of the Government, than which 
none is more sacred or imperative. 

Mr. ALLEN resumed the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 1 desire to say that it 
was on my suggestion the other day that the 
House gave te the committee leave to report back 
this bill at any time. No man can appreciate more 
than Ido the truth of the remarks of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Epwarps.] Sucha 
measure as this is due to those brave soldiers of 
|| my own State who were killed or wounded at 
the battle of Pittsburg Landing, and other battles. 
|} L hope that the gentleman from Ohio will give 
way that the committee may report the bill to the 
\| House with a view to have it passed immediately. 
|| Mr. ALLEN. I have already yielded twenty 
|| minutes of my time, and must decline to yield 
\| further. I shall not occupy all the time to which 
|| Tam entitled, and trust the committee will indulge 
me in concluding my remarks this evening. 

Mr. BLAKE. Lappeal to my colleague to give 
way to me a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 would like to extend every 
courtesy to my colleague, and if it be only to make 
a single remark, L will yield. 

Mr. BLAKE. Does my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would like to be courteous; 
but I cannot yield any further. 

[Mr. A. then addressed the committee. His 
speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE., Will the gentleman per- 








recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will suggest 
to the gentleman from Illinois that the bill will 
require some consideration. 


million of dollars. 


pushed through without due consideration. 


tion of this kind, | cannot of course urge it. 


Mr. DIVEN. 


I wish to make an inquiry. 


batable. 


pose that an inquiry may be made. 
The motion was agreed to. 
So the committee rose; and Mr. WasHBuRNE 


having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 
Mr. Watton of Vermont reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


I say, then, sir, | 


hereafter; but that at its next session it will, un- | 


I am not sure that 
the amount appropriated is not too much bya 
It is hardly proper that a 
bill appropriating so large an amount should be 


Mr. F.A.CONKLING, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise, with a view to adjournment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not de- 


Mr. DIVEN. I am aware it is not, but I sup- 


Mr. COX. What is before the House? 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose 
does the gentlemgn from Ohio (Mr. Buage) rise? 

_ Mr. BLAKE. For a personal explanation. 
| TheSPEAKERprotempore. Is there objection? 
| Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If it relates to me 
| | shall, of course, have the same privilege ex- 
tended to me, and with that understanding | have 
| no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any 

objection to the gentleman from Ohio making a 
|| personal explanation? wie 
| Mr. COX. | will not object if the same privi- 
lege be extended to my colleague [Mr. Vauian- 
DIGHAM] to make a reply. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAKE. i Speaker, I was not aware, 
| when my colleague (Mr. VattanpigHam] com- 
menced his remarks, that he referred to a mem- 
| ber of Congress. | understood him to say dis- 
| tinetly that no member of this House had made 
| the remarks to which he referred, and that cer- 
| tainly they were not made in the Senate, because 

the Senate would not tolerate such remarks. I| 
therefore paid litte attention to my colleague till 
|| he came to the close of his remarks wherem he 
denounced a Senator from Ohio as ‘a liar, a 
scoundrel, and a coward.’? Now, | wish to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that my col- 
league perpetrated these remarks on th® House 
under the false pretext that they were not made 
in reference to a member of Congress. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I call the gentle- 
man to order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On what ground 
does the gentleman call his colleague to order? 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Because he states 
that | uttered that sentence under a false pretext, 
I will take down the gentleman’s words. 

Mr. BLAKE, I desire to change that a little. 
If my colleague wishes me to be more explicit, I 
will utter something which my colleague may take 
down. I say, then, Mr. Speaker, that my col- 
league uttered the remarks which he made in ref- 
erence to the Senator from Ohio under the false 
declaration that they were not to be made in ref- 
erence to any member of Congress. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I call the member 
from Ohio to order, on the ground that his re- 
marks are of personal application to me, and I 








mit this bill to be reported to the House, with a || call for the decision of the Chair on that point. 


The SPEAKER pro, tempore. 

on the left will proceed in order. 
Mr. BLAKE. I sought the floor immediately 
after the gentleman dropped into his seat for the 
|| purpose of calling him to order, and for the pur- 
pose of having the words uttered by him in refer- 
ence to the Senator from Ohio taken down. | have 
since constantly sought the floor, but this is the 


The gentleman 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Ifa member of the Com- || first opportunity I have had to call the attention 
mittee of Ways and Means interposes an objec- 


of the Elouse to the matter. In doing so now, I 
ask that the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, 
my colleague, may be taken down in order that 
| the House may take subsequentaction thereupon. 
I desire, however, first to say to him and to the 
House that his character and the character of the 
Senator to whom he has referred are well known, 
and I do not rise here to repel any charge of liar, 
any charge of scoundrel, or any charge of coward, 
coming from the source from which these charges 
| now proceed. The Senator from Ohio is too well 
known in my own State and in the United States, 
and my colleague is too well known, to make it 
necessary to answer any declaration coming from 





had had under consideration the Union generally, || my colleague. I repeat, they are both known to 


and particularly House bill No. 413, making an 
appropriation for the payment of the bounty to 
widows and legal heirs of volunteers who have 
died or who may die, or have been or may be 
killed in service, as provided in the act of July 
22, 1861, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by Mr. 
Forney, its Secretary, announcing that the Sen- 
ate had passed anact (S. No, 184) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint diplo- 
matic representatives to the republics of Hayti 
and Liberia respectively, in which he was di- 


rected to ask the concurrence of the House. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Speaker, a short time since 


the people of that State, they are both known to 
the people of the United States, and | am willing 
to let them stand upon their own record for their 
own defense. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Iam known, sir, 
in the State of Ohio, having somewhat the advant- 
age of my colleague in that respect. Iam known 
to the people of my own city also, and | take oc- 
casion:to say that on the 7th of the present month 
the issue was there made at the polls whether I 
should be indorsed as a public man and a public 
servant in my public conduct here and elsewhere, 

} and the verdict of the people of that city upon that 
|| direct issue was returned in my favor in the per- 
|| sons of my friends, by a majority of one hundred 
|| and forty-eight, being a change since last October 
| of six hundred and forty votes. 
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Mr. BLAKE. Was the gentleman a candidate 
in that election? 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. No, sir; but the 
made directly, and if the gentleman 


issue Wa 


THE 


ee nee 


tT! 


|; ator. 
with ancient parliamentary usage; and if the mem- | 


questions it, | propose to read thg resolution upon || 


which it was made, 


Mr. MOORHEAD. I rise to a question of 
order. 1 cannot see that this has anything to do | 


with the matter before the House. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks 


the gentleman from Ohio is in order; and he will | 


proce ed, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
held in Dayton, where | reside, by the party to 
which my colleague now belongs, a combination 
or fusion of Republicans and other elements of a 
mixed character, opposed now tothe Democratic 
party. This regularly-called city convention, in 
nominating its candidates, adopted a platform con- 
taining but a single point. It was extraordinary, 
sir, indeed, that such a platform should have been 
made, forgetting the high purposes of an election, 
and containing but a single issue, and that merely 


personal to a fellow-citizen, appealing to the peo- || 


ple of that city to vote for candidates solely upon 
that personal issue.” But the platform was in these 
words: 

* Resolved, That we will take the occasion of our en- 
suing city election to make it knewn to all men that the 
city of Dayton RerupiaTes CLement L. VaALLANDIGHAM 
and his organ, the Dayton Empire, and repuxkes them for 


their refusal to support the Government in its death strug- | 


gie with treason; and to the end that this rebuke may be 
made the more emphatic, we call upon all loyal men, with- 
oul respect to party, to vote for the Union, anti-VaLuLan- 
DIGHAM, anti-Kunpire ticket this day nominated.” 


Sir, that direct issue thus proffered was openly, 
flatly, and boldly accepted by my friends, and 
afier a violent contest of three weeks, the election 
resulted in the success of the entire Democratic 
ticket, from mayor down, upon that sole question, 
by an average majority of some two hundred, 
against four hundred and ninety-two fusion ma- 
jority at the State election last fall. The issue was 
indeed unworthy even of a municipal election, and 
it is not fit that it should be named here, except 
in reply to the member from Ohio. That, sir, is 
all that | have to say in regard to it. 

The request of ~ colleague that my words 
may now be taken down, comes quite too late. 
The rule upon this subject is emphatic. And 


although Lam ready to meet here and elsewhere | 


euy responsibility that may arise from anything I 
have uttered, yet my colleague shall not deprive 
me of my constitutional rights as a member of 
this House. 

Mr. BLAKE, I should like to know what my 
colleague means by elsewhere. I know of no 
luce to mect these issues but here. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Well, sir, this city 
comprises several square miles within its circum- 
ference, the District of Columbia is somewhat 
larger, the State of Ohio includes a yet more ex- 
tended area of territory, and the United States are 
very much larger still. | believe that coversall that 
comes under the denomination of ** elsewhere,’’ so 
far as regards my present purposes, I mean out- 
side of the House, I need say nothing more beyond 
that now. 
manded or proposed outside of the House, will, of 
course, be responded to according to the manner 
in which it may happen to be presented. I neither 
seek vor shun contreversy with any gentleman. 
Anything done inside, must be settled in accord- 
ance with the Constitution, the laws, and the rules 
of the House. 

Now, in the first place, I deny that I have vio- 
lated any rule. IL took a paper, and read from a 
printed speech that which related to me person- 
ally, and which contained a foul and infamous 
libel which the utterer knew, at the time, to be 
false and slanderous. Ie, the member from Ohio, 
talk now, indeed! of the opprobrium of the epi- 
thets, “*liar,’? “*scoundrel,’’? and ‘* coward!’ 


Does he not know that the word * traitor’’ enters | 
here now covered ten times over with the aeons 
l 


of reproach; and am | to sit in this Hall un- 
moved while that epithet is insinuated against me, 
in all its taint and foulness, by a member of the 
Senate, it may be, where 1 have no chance to meet 
and hurl it back on the spot as it deserves? Am 
1 to bear it calmly any longer, uttered by any re- 
sponsible person? [tell you, nay. And when [ 
choose to meet and brand it as a man and asa 
genteman should meet and brand it, am I to be 


Any explanation or negotiation de- | 





acquit? Sir, I referred to the man, not to the Sen- 


My manner of allusion was in accordance 


ber from Ohio had known anything about parlia- | 
mentary usage, he would have known that, fol- | 


| lowing the practice of the Irish and the British 


A convention was | 


Parliaments, I said nothing for which I could 
properly be called to order in debate. I puta sup- 
posititious case, and no man can, under parlia- 
mentary precedent, object to it. That, sir, is my 
first answer. 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| called in question here and the first offender go | 


But I scorn to stand upon that point alone. If | 
what I said has been out of order, let the member | 
| from Ohio go to the Senate first and there vindi- 
cate the violated obligations of parliamentary de- 


corum. Is it disorderly for a member of this 
House to refer to a member of the Senate, and 


|| yet exactly in order for a Senator to denounce a 


member of this House, who sits here not by your 


consent—although you have the right to expel | 
him, two thirds concurring, if he has been guilty | 
of a sufficiently grave offense—but under the same | 


Constitution and laws, and by the equal, nay, 
better title of the will of the people—to denounce 
him as **a man who never had any sympathy 
with this Republic, and whose every breath is 


devoted to its destruction, just as far as his heart | 
And has the member | 


dare permit him to go?’’ 


from Ohio no holy indignation against a Senator 
who has thus wantonly, and in violation of all 
parliamentary law, slandered a Representative in 


this House? Sir, let him go to the Senate, where | 


those fulse words were uttered, if they were ut- 
tered in the Senate, and let him see to it that that 
body shall first vindicate its obligations to the 


| members of this House, before he dares to call 


me to areckoning for words spoken in retort here. 
How does he know that the words spoken by me 


| had reference to a Senator? But no; suppose they 


| had, what of it? 








what he deserved? Could anything less have 
expiated the offense? Sir, | spoke of him as Ben- 


gamin F. Wane, an individual, a citizen of my | 
| own State, and made no allusion to him as aSen- 


ator. He was the aggressor; he oe the 
retaliation, and it was deserved. pass by his 


assault upon the Democratic party. That party | 


will take care of itself. 
But, sir, independent of all this if [ were out 
of order, it is too late, under the positive and per- 


emptory language of your rules, to make inquisi- | 
| ion into it now. 


I repeat again, that, assailed as 
I have been, persecuted and hounded as I have 
been for twelve months past, notto speak of former 
years, [havea rightto throw myself back immov- 
ably upon the strictest law of parliamentary pro- 
ceeding, and insist upon every right and privilege 
which the Constitution, the laws, and the rules of 
this House give tome. The 62d rule of the House 
is peremptory upon this subject. It is in these 
words: 

“If a member be called to order for words spoken in de- 
bate, the person calling him to order shall repeat the words 
excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writing at the 
Clerk’s table ; and no member shall be held to answer, or be 
subject to the censure of the House, for words spoken in de- 
bate, if any other member has spoken, or other business has 
intervened, after the words spoken, and before exception to 
them shall have been taken.” 

That is the rule, sir, and there is no evading 
it. It has been acted upon in this House on sev- 
eral occasions. The question was decided once, 
when the words were applied to a member of the 
House in his presence, and under that rule, and 
because the words excepted to were not at once 
taken down, the House did not inflict its cen- 
sure, as in that case it otherwise deservedly might 
have done. In another case Mr. Suerman, of 
Ohio, instantly rose, and demanded that the ob- 
jectionable words should be taken down, when 
uttered by Mr. Houston, of Alabama. They were 
taken down and censure moved, but the motion 
was finally withdrawn after explanations, and the 
case thus disposed of. Such, sir, is the rule, and 
the practice under it; and yet my colleague comes 
now here, and asks that the Constitution shall be 
violated, which authorizes and requires this House 


| toestablish its rules; and the rules themselves over- 


ridden. And for what? To censure me for words 
spoken of one who has basely traduced my char- 
acter as a loyal citizen and Rapresontativa, and 
made a charge against me which I choose here- 
after to meet only just as I have met it to-day. 
Sir, the accusation which he preferred he knew 


Was not the retaliation just | 











could not be established. This House had failed 
even to make inquisition into it, because jt we 
without even a decent pretext for inquisition H. 
knew that when a resolution of inquiry haaeeins 
was offered here, it was withdrawn by the men 
er 
after debate. He knew all that, and yet wanton|y 
and without provocation renewed the charoe oe 
disloyalty. oe 

Sir, the rule declares that the words must hp 
taken down atthetime. They cannot be reduceg 
to writing after another member has spoken, o, 
other business has intervened. No censure the 
be inflicted for words taken down an hour after. 
wards, and not atthe Clerk’s desk. On that sy). 
ject I am perfectly indifferent, and it is with the 
utmost reluctance that I throw myself upon the 
indulgence of the House to make this explanation 
The gentleman has made his. I have made mine. 
and am content. Whenever the Senator from 
Ohio 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
is out of order in alluding to a member of the 
Senate. P 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I could not ayoiq 
it after the reference to him as Senator by my eol- 
league; but I retractit. Whenever Bensamiy F 
Wave 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is again out of order. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I have not finished 
the sentence. Whenever Bensamin F. Wape 
shalltake back the false and slanderous accusation 
which he has made against me, I will take back 
the language I have applied to him; but not be- 
fore. 

Mr. BLAKE. I have not desired to do m 
colleague injustice. 1 was amazed to hear the re- 
marks which fell from his lips in regard to the 
Senator from Ohio. I felt, as a Representative 
from Ohio, that that State had been insulted— 
shamefully insulted—by the remarks which fell 
from my colleague’s lips. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. May Lask a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BLAKE. Wait until I get through. 

I have not read the speech to which the gentle- 
man refers. My colleague said that that speech 

yas not made here, nor was it made in the Senate 
of the United States, because, as he said, such: re- 
marks would not be tolerated in that body. I had 
a right to presume that no such remarks as he was 
about to characterize would fall from a Senator’s 
lips. Since I heard his remarks, [ have obtained 
the floor as soon as I could, to call him to order 
and have his words taken down. I do not desire 
to do my colleague injustice, but I will say this: 
I infer from the remarks that he has made, that 
the Senator from Ohio has characterized him as a 
traitor, Am I right? 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The language of 
Bengamin F. Wave was, that I was a man who 
never had any sympathy with this Republic. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Both the gentle- 
men from Ohio are out of order. 

Mr. BLAKE. I desire to say that three fourths 
of the people of Ohio look upon my colleague in 
the same light. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. And three fourths 
of the people of Ohio denounce the gentleman him- 
as an abolition disunionist. 

Mr. HUTCHINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I ask the gentle- 
man to yield to me. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I decline. I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege, and offer for adoption the follow: 
ing resolution; and on its adoption I demand the 
previous question: 

Whereas Hon. C. L. VaLnanpienamM, a member of this 
House, of the State of Ohio, in Committee of the Whole 
made use of the following language concerning Hon. B. I’. 
Waone, a Senator in Congress: 

“Mr. Chairman, I have waited patiently for three days 
for this the earliest occasion presented for a personal expla- 
nation. Inaspeech delivered in this city—not in this House 
—certainly not in the Senate—no such speech could lave 


been tolerated in an American Senate—L find the follow- 
ing:”? 
* 








The gentleman 


* 7 * + * * * * * 


‘* Now, sir, here in my place in the House, and as a Rep- 
resentative, i denounce—and I speak itadvisedly—the au- 
thor of that speech as a liar, a scoundrel, and a coward. 
His name is Bensamin F. Wane.” 

And whereas said remarks are a violation of the rules of 
this House, and a breach of its decorum, and deserve the 
censure of the House : Therefore, ee $2 

Resolved, That C. L. VatLanpien aM, for said violation 
of the rules of the House and its decorum is deserving of 
censure, and is hereby censured. 
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Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I make the point || 


that the resolution is not in order under the fol- || 


lowing rule: 

«62. Ifa member be called to order for words spoken in 
debate, the person calling him to order shall repeat the 
words excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writing 
at the Clerk’s table; and no member shall be held to an- 
swer, or be subject to the censure of the House, for words 
spoken in debate, if any other member has spoken, or other 
business has intervened, after the words spoken, and before 
exception to them shall have been taken.” 


And then, on motion of Mr. SHEFFIELD, (at 
five o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Farivar, April 25, 1862. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Dr. SunpERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


REBEL PRISONERS AT CAMP CHASE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of Ohio, relative to the rebel 
officers in Columbus and Camp Chase prison. I 
ask that they may be read, and I shall then make 
a statement in regard to them. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Joint Resolution relative to rebel officers in Columbus and 
Camp Chase prison. 

Whereas the feelings of the loyal people of Ohio have 
been outraged by the appearance in the streets of their capi- 
tal, of rebel officers in rebel uniforms, released on parole, 
and by the fact that rebel prisoners in Camp Chase prison 
have been permitted to retain and use their former slaves 
as servants, thus practically nullifying our State constitu- 
tion by allowing slavery in Ohio; and whereas said matters 
are not under the control of the Governor or State author- 
ities: Therefore, 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, 
That in the name of the people of Ohio, who have freely 
given their treasure and their blood to sustain the Govern- 
ment and the Union, we do most solemnly protest against 
this mistaken clemency to the guilty, and this outrage upon 
the feelings of the loyal peopie of Ohio. 

Resolved, Thatacopy hereof, together with a copy of the 
report of said select committee, be forwarded by the Gov- 
ernor to the President of the United States, the Secretary 
of War, and our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

JAMES R. HUBBELL, 
Speaker of the House o Representatives. 
JAMES MONROE, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 

Passed April 8, 1862. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These resolutions are ac- 
companied with a report, an extract of which I 
read in the remarks | made the other day on the 
bill to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, 
I would present them without any observations 
but for a note that appears annexed to the resolu- 
tions, signed by the Governor of Ohio. This 
makes it necessary for me to make an explana- 
tion in regard to them. I will ask the Secretary 
to read the note signed by the Governor. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Executive CHAMBER. 
In communicating the above resolutions, it is due to 

Colonel a the commandcr of Camp Chase, that I] 
state that the Legislature Jabored under a mistake in sup- 
posing that the rebel prisoners were permitted to retain and 
use their former slaves as servants. [tis also due that I add 
that by a vote of 41 to 26, the House of Representatives in 
form recousidered their action. 

DAVID TOD, 


Governor of Ohio. 
Mr. SHERMAN. [In order that the matter 


may stand correctly upon the record, and the pre- 
cise factssbe understood, I will state that after the 
resolutions I have presented were adopted, and 
after the time for reconsideration had passed, it 
was believed that these resolutions reflected un- 
justly upon Colonel Moody. A motion to re- 
consider was made in the House of Representa- 
tivesand was adopted by a majority of the House; 
but as the time for reconsideration had passed, 
the Presiding Officer of the House deemed it his 
duty to annex his signature to the resolutions, and 
they are therefore presented here in that form. 

_ There is no denbe about the leading facts stated 
in the report. No one questions the main facts 
contained in the resolutions or report, except so 
far as they affect Colonel Moody, who was, and 
still is, the officer in command at Camp Chase. 
The negroes referred te were sent with their mas- 
ters to Columbus. They were placed in his charge 
as prisoners. He had to take care of them. He 
was not in fault, therefore, in anything that was 
done. But as the resolutions declare that Colonel 
Moody permitted these slaves to be held by their 
masters in Columbus, it was believed that this 
was a statement that was not correct; Colonel 
Moody had no control over the matter except to 
keep safely the prisoners intrusted to his eustody. 


THE CO 





i 
I have a letter from the chairman of the committee || 
who framed the report, and who also framed the 
resolutions. In justice to him, 1 will read the || 
greater part of the letter: 


** Nobody pretended to deny the correctness of the report; || 
but, on the contrary, Colonel Moody and the other officers || 
at the camp, to different members of the House, admitted || 
its correctness in every particular. 

But a telegram from the War Department, at Washing- 
ton frightened Colonel Moody, and he importuned bis 
friends to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions were 
adopted, but merely for the purpose of changing a single 
word, ‘ permitted,’ which he thought reflected upon him.” 


* * * * * 7 * * 7 * 


| 
| 


** In the discussion one or two members did call in ques- 
tion the truth of the report, but even then and there Colonel 
Moody again admitted it true and correct in every particular. 
During the week a Major Jones came from Washington 
and it was reported, examined the prisons, and expressed 
himself as finding ‘ all right.’ His visit was made nearly 
ten days after ours. He may have found things right, but 
if he did they must have been much changed since our 
visit. Or, we may differ as to what is ‘ all right,’ for 1 hear 
that they left the slavesin the same prisons with their mas- 
ters; and if so, it follows, as a matter of course, that the 
master will continue to assume the right to command, and 
the slave, from force of habit, continue to serve as before. 
Why confine these negroes with their masters, uniess to 
permit acontinuance of the evils of which we and the peo- 
ple ail over the State so much complain? It must have been 
designed; why else should it happen that in no case has a 
slave been placed in a different prison from his master? It 
is the concurrent testimony of both the officers and the ne- 
groes, that none of these slaves were in arins, nor even vol- 
untarily in the rebel army. Ought they to be confined at || 
all? If necessary, why not confine them in a separate 
prison, and so prevent the possibility of any such abuses? 

**{ would be glad to believe that all is now right; that 
Major Jones found no such outrages as we did. It would 
be strange if, after the indignation expressed by the press and 
the people, some change had notbeen made. But we ought | 
to have had the opportunity of accompanying the major. 
We could have pointed out what we conceived to be wrong, 
and directed him to our sources of information on several 
of the subjects. But this was not granted. Nor did we even 
have.an opportunity to see him on the subject.”? 

* * + * 7 * * * * * 

** No matter has occurred for along time which has caused 
such a profound sensation all over the State. As to con- 
duct of the rebel officers in Columbus, the facts stated in 
the report are known to everybody there, and have never 
been questioned. 

*¢ As to slaves in prison, I examined the case as I would 
have done in law practice, and only came to my conclusions 
after getting all the testimony from all the sources possible. 
My fellow committeemen did the same, and our joint con- 
clusions are true beyond all question.” 


There is no doubt about certain facts: that the | 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These reso- 
lutions will lie on the table and be printed. 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Before the 


_ subject passes away, | hope the Senate will indi- 


cate some action,in the matter. It seems to me 
these persons are entitled to their freedom, and all 
the Government has to do is to execute the law 
of Congress. If it is not done, I think we ought 


| to let the Government know that we expect to have 


itdone. Lam not ready to make any motion in 


| regard to the matter this morning, but I shall call 


it up early in the next week, unless these persons 
are discharged. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 


| from Massachusetts is doubtless aware that the 


presentation of resolutions froma Legislature pre- 
sents no question for the action or consideration 
of the Senate except a motion to refer. A motion 
to refer would open the whole question to debate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I give no- 
tice that on Monday morning I shall move the 
reference of these resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. They will lie 
on the table and be printed in tie meanwhile. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying that the republic of 
Liberia may be recognized and treated with as 
an independent nation by the Government of the 
United States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Healso presented the petition of Kiler K. Jones, 
lieutenant colonel of the fifteenth regiment Wis- 
consin volunteers, who was mustered out of ser- 
vice by order of the Governor of Wisconsin with- 
out a trial, praying that he may be restored to his 
command; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of G. 
W. H. Gilbert and others, citizens of Peoria 
county, Illinois, praying for the construction of 
a ship canal between Lake Michigan and the Mis- 
| sissippi river; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. GRIMES presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Kellison and others, citizens of Benton 
county, in the State of Iowa, praying for the con- 


| 





negroes were brought to Columbus as prisoners; | 
that they were put in the same prisons or the same 
barracks with their masters; that they were sep- 
arated from the privates and left with their mas- 
ters, and by their custom and habit continued to 
serve their masters, This was continued until 
some time after this report was made to the Legis- 
lature, and after the Legislature had taken the 
matter in hand, and passed these resolutions. The 
only controversy thatever occurred about it was as 
to whether Colonel Moody, who isa colonel of one 
of the regiments of Ohio volunteers, was at fault. 
I believe the Legislature and public opinion in 
Ohio exonerate Colonel Moody from all blame. 
The negroes were brought there as prisoners and 
he had to take care of them. And I believe no one 
blames the Governor of Ohio. He was the exec- 
utive officer of our State, having no control over 
Camp Chase, having no authority in the matter. 
No one should blame him, although he seems a 
little sensitive on account of the passage of these 
resolutions. The officer who took these negroes 
as prisoners and sent them to Camp Chase at the | 
expense of the Government, whoever he may be, 
is at fault in this matter. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Who was he? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I do not know who he was. 

Mr. GRIMES, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Ohio whether any steps have been taken, to | 
his knowledge, to set these colored persons free 
under the act of Congress passed in August last. 

I suppose under that act they become entitled to 
their freedom, having been captured in the service | 
and rendering service to our enemies in the field. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot answer the Sen- 
ator’s question. I have no information about it. 
| know the Legislature was very indignant about 
it, but up to the last information I had on the sub- 
ject, the negroes were still held there. 

Mr. GRIMES. And thie Major Jones, one of 
the caupeeatis of the United States Army, reported 
everything right after having examined this state 
of facts and found them to exist, as I understand 
the Senator? 

Mr. SHERMAN. And ten days after the re- 
port was made to the Legislature of Ohio. 





struction of a ship canal between Lake Michigan 
and the Mississippi river; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairsand the Militia. 

He also presented the petition of H. Green and 
others, citizens of Chickasaw county, lowa, pray- 
| ing for the construction of a ship canal between 
Lake Michigan and the Mississippi river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and the Militia. 

Mr. KING. I present resolutions of the House 
of Assembly of the State of New York, which I 
ask may be read and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

AssemBLY CuamBer, ALBANY, Zpril 19, 1862. 

On motion of Mr. Dewey, the following preamble und 
| resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

Whereas there are on file in the Comptroller’s Office of 
the State of New York, sundry claims of soldiers of the war 
of 1812-13-14, for clothing worn out in the service of the 
United States, for arms used and lost, and for equipments 
and unavoidable expenses in said war, a large proportion 
| of which claims have been duly audited and revised by the 
proper authorities of this State: Now therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Representatives of this State in 
| both Houses of Congress be requested to obtain, at the 





|| earliest possible day, an acknowledgment by the General 





Government, of its obligations to refund to this State any 
| advances that it may make in payment of all just demands 
| made by the soldiers of this State whoserved in its defense 
| during the last war with Great Britain. 
| Resolved, That the Clerk of this House transmit a copy 
of this preamble and resolution to each inember of Congress 
from this State. 
By order of the Assembly. 





J. B. CUSHMAN, Clerk. 


The resolutions were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


* REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia, to 
whom was referred a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
68) authorizing the payment of certain moneys 
heretofore appropriated for the completion of the 
Washington aqueduct, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
_ was referred a bill (S. No. 97) to provide for the 
reorganization of the medical department of the 
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Army, asked to be discharged from its further 


consideration, Congress having acted on this sub- | 


eet; which was agreed to; and, on his motion, 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred a joint resolution 
H. R. No. 66) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to discharge contractors with his Depart- 

ment when they have furnished the amount esti- 
mated in their contracts, and fifty per cent. addi- 
tional, reported it without davsbilemeat. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Joseph 
Knox Boyd, ene of the surviving captors of the 
Tripolitan frigate Philadelphia, praying remu- 
neration for his services at the reeapture of the 
Philadelphia in the year 1804, reported it with a 
motion that it be indefinitely postponed; which 
was agreed to. 

PRESTON STARRITT. 


Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on the Judi- 


cry, to whom was referred the petition of Pres- 


THE 


ton Starvitt, a messenger of the Senate, claiming | 


pay which he asserts to have been illegally with- 
eld from him, have instructed me to report two 
resoluuions. Of course they can be taken up when- 


ever itis the pleasure of the Senate to do so, I! 


think they ought to be disposed of, because they 
involve simply a decision of a question of law. 
Che resolutions reported by the committee are 
follows: 
Resolved, That Preston Starritt having been appointed a 
neovenger of the Senate by a resolution passed February 
O7, ‘until otherwise ordered by the Senate,’’ remains 


: officer of the body until death, resignation, or removal | 


its order. 


Resolved, That the order of February 17, 1857, be, and the | 


ne is, hereby rescinded, and the office created thereby 
ited, 


Ihe resolutions lie over, under the rule, for 
onsideration, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. LATHAM asked, and by unanimous con- 
ent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
!533) to quiet land utles in the State of California; 


viiich was read twice by its ttle; and referred to | 


i¢ Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. HENDERSON asked, and by unanimous | 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. | 
234) to incorporate a bank in the District of Co- | 
umbia; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WADE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 285) 
concerning private actions against public officers; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
winted, 

Mr. COWAN asked, and by unanimous con- 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. | 
286) supplementary to the act passed the 30th day | 

| ‘*An act for the | 
punishment of certain crimes against the United | 


of April, A. D. 1790, entitle 


Siates;”’ which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. COWAN, I move to refer this bill and 


all other bills now before the Senate for the pun- | 
ishment of rebels and the forfeiture of their prop- | 
riy, to a select committee of five, to be appointed | 


vy the Chair, 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will inquire of the Senator from Pennsylvania if 
he includes in his motion the confiscation bills, so 
denominated, now before the Senate? 

Mr. COWAN. I will read the motion as I 
have drawn it. Thatall the bills, substitutes, and 
amendments relating to the punishment of rebels 
and the forfeiture or confiscation of their prop- 
erty be referred to a select committee of five to 
examine and report upon the same. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose it is notin order 
to refer bills that are not under consideration. 
Che bills are not up at this hour; and a motion to 
refer a bill that stands on the Calendar a special 
order at one o’elock, cannot be made at this hour, 
| suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
will more properly come up when the bill is taken 
up at the hour for which it is especially assigned 
for consideration. 

Mr. COWAN. I have no objection to defer- 
ring the motion to a time which is proper. 


STEAMSHIP LINE TO CHINA. 


The Kour of half past twelve o’clock a 
arrived, the special order for that hour was call 











up, and the Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 75) to establish a line of steam 
mail ships between San Francisco, in California, 
and Shanghae, in China, touching at the Sand- 
wich Islands and Japan. 

Mr.COLLAMER. When this bill was up the 
other day, [ suggested that a vote should not then 
be taken. I had heard other gentlemen say they 
desired to speak upon it. I have no wish to speak 
upon it. I will merely say that [ doubt the pro- 
priety of again establishing a policy of this kind 
in the present condition of our country. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to amend the second 
section of the bill by striking out the words ‘* they 
shall each be commanded by a lieutenant of the 
United States Navy.”’ 

Mr. LATHAM. I have no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. I feel constrained to say a word 
or two on this subject, inasmuch as the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
the committee reported against the bill at this time. 
The committee did not go into an examination of 
the matter in regard to its relation to commerce 
and the postal facilities which this line will furnish 
to the country; but taking that view of it which 
made the reference of it to the Naval Committee 
appropriate, they thought that it was not expe- 
dientat the present time to recommend the passage 
of suchabill. The second section, it will be seen, 
is the one that refers to that matter; and it pro- 
vides— 

‘*'That these mail steam vessels shall be appropriately 

armed and equipped as war steamers, in such manner as 
the Secretary of the Navy may direct; they shall each be 
commanded by a lieutenant of the United States Navy” — 
which latter clause has been stricken out— 
‘and while employed in carrying the mails, as herein pro- 
vided, they shall be required to protect commerce in their 
route between Shanghae and San Francisco, in the same 
manner as if the said vessels were wholly devoted to that 
service.”’ 

I need not say that since this bill was first in- 
troduced, events which are familiar to all the Sen- 
ate have produced as total a revolution in regard 
to the subject of naval warfare by steam vessels 
as ever has been known in any department of gov- 
ernment from the foundation of the world, and 
what might have been considered appropriate and 
requisite and proper three months ago, would be 
considered, perhaps, as absurd at the present time. 
Thi botien ttseaid not. as | said atthe outset, deem 
it their duty to inquire particularly in reference 
to the commercial or the postal relations which 
this line of steamers was to have to the interests 
of the country, but simply in regard to this latter 
subject; and the committee believed that in that 


connection it was not worthy the support of Con- | 
They came to that conclusion before the | 


gress. 
revolution of which I have spoken in public senti- 
ment had occurred. Since that has occurred, it 
seems to me that all the reasons which influenced 
the committee in their decision are infinitely 
stronger than they were before, and that the at- 
tention of the Navy Department in this hour of 
the country’s emergency and in this crisis of na- 
val warfare, its energies and resources, should 
not be directed in any manner to the construction 
of vessels of this character. It was for these rea- 
sons that the committee were opposed to the adop- 
tion of this system then, and are opposed to it as 
such now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Browning, Carlile, Cowan, 
Davis, Doolittle, Henderson, Howard, Lane of Indiana, 
Lane of Kansas, Latham, McDougall, Nesmith, Pomeroy, 
Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Simmons, Stark, Sumner, Thom- 
son, Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, Wilson of Massachusetts, 
Wilson of Missouri, and Wright—27. 

NAYS—Mesers. Chandler, Collamer, Dixon, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Howe, King, Morrill, Sher- 
man, and Wilmot-—13. 

The bill was read a third time. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is, ** Shall the bill pass?’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the passage of the bill. It may be 
considered a very impertinent remark, but I must 
say that I can hardly suppose the Senate under- 
stood, especially the members of the Finance 
Committee, what they were voting for, This bill, 
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| authorizes, but directs, the Government to 


— 


in the present stage of our finances, makes a Pos 
itive requisition upon the Government, not only 
$500,000 a year to establish a line of steamshir 

under the Post Office regulations, at a period wee 
we need all the money we can get by any patel 
bility to carry on the war, and when it is not to 
be supposed that any income whatever can come 
from it under the Post Office regulations. There 
is no Post Office business for this line to do- but 
it is to be established under the pretense of postal 
regulation, when we have abandoned that whole 
system on the Atlantic coast, where commerce. 
to a great extent, is carried, and where, if any. 
where, we suffer from the competition of English 
steamers. The system has been tried and aban- 
doned, and we have come to the plan of giving 
nothing whatever in the shape of subsidies excey, 
the postages. We abandoned the system which 
is now proposed to be again inaugurated after q 
deliberate trial, when our Treasury was full, when 


| we had ample ability to sustain it; and yet, in this 


stage, where no postages and no income of an 
consequence at all can be expected under the 
Post Office regulations, it is proposed to establish 
this new line of steamships. { have said before 
that at a proper time, and when our Treasury 
could afford it, I might be in favor of the system; 
but at present I conceive it to be a matter that is 
fraught with very great danger. 

I made all the remarks that 1 had to make upon 
itthe other day, by way of argument and sug- 
gestion. If the Senate differ from me, I submit 
with all the grace that Ican. I must do so; but] 
want it distinctly understood by everybody what 
the measure is. I cannotsay that I am surprised 
atanybody’s vote, because everybody else knows 
just as well as I do how to vote. | do not pretend 
to dispute that; but I am surprised at the mem- 
bers of my committee, who know what difficulty 
we have to get money, even for the current ex- 
penses of the day, voting in favor of this bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to say one word in 
explanation of my vote. I know it has got to be 
somewhat of a habit for gentlemen to question 
the ability of the people to support the Govern- 
ment of the country. I have never entertained 
exactly the opinion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance about the deplorable condition 
of the finances of the country, I vote for this 
bill because I think its object a laudable one, that 
I would vote for at any time, that I have been in 
favor of for the last twenty years. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. As the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance has stated his conclusions, 
and the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs has stated his, allow me to say that I have 
not discussed this question on the floor for the 
reason that I sought action and did not want to 
delay it; but I wish to say here that this is a meas- 
ure not to take money out of, but to put money 
into the Federal Treasury; this is a measure not 
to weaken the strength of the Government, it is 
to give it strength. If there is any field of enter- 
prise that demands the attention of the Federal 


| Government, so that we may be strengthened in 


commercial relations, by finding a market for our 
manufactures, it is China at this present moment, 


| and the time when we can seize an advantage 


should not be lost. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I voted in the minority and there- 
fore cannot make a motion to reconsider; but if 
some gentleman who voted in the majority would 
move a reconsideration of the engrossment of the 
bill, | should like to submit another amendment to 
be acted upon. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Toaccommodate the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, I move to reconsider 
ihe vote ordering the bill to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senate that my 
only object is to move an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Will the Senator state 
the amendment he desires to offer? 

Mr. HALE. I will state it so that the Senate 
can vote understandingly on the motion to recon- 
sider. I want to move an amendment to strike 
out the second section. That is a naval matter 
entirely, and the views of the Naval Committee 
are that it is not worthy of the support of the 
Senate as a naval measure. if that is the opinion 
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of the Naval Committee, to whom it appropriately 
belongs, it seems to me that the Senate should not 
fasten a naval measure on a postal bill. If itis a 
sostal and commercial measure, let it stand on its 
own merits; do not saddle it on the Navy when 
the Navy do not ask it and do not wantit. My 
amendment is simply to strike out the second 
section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Minnesota moves to reconsider the vote by 
which this bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. LATHAM. 


sider will not prevail. 


I hope the motion to recon- 
The amendment suggested 


by the Senator from New Hampshire, if moved | 


by him and adopted 7 the Senate, would emas- 
culate the bill and render it in great degree worth- 
less for the purposes for which we wish the bill 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES. Ifthe motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota prevails, I shall propose to amend 
the bill by striking out the word ‘* directed,”’ in 
the fourth line of the first section, which makes 
it obligatory on the Postmaster General to expend 
this $500,000, leaving it with him to do it or not 
as he may deem that the public interest will re- 
quire, and there is where I think it ought to be 
left. 

Mr. LATHAM. IfI move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table, will it carry the bill 
with it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill with it. 

Mr. LATHAM. I shall not make the motion. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to; 
there being on a division—ayes 17, noes 24. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill, resulied—yeas 26, nays 
16; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Browning, Carlile, Cowan, 
Davis, Henderson, Howard, Lane of Indiana, Lane of 
Kansas, Latham, McDougall, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Pow- 
cll, Rice, Saulsbury, Simmons, Stark, Sumner, Thomson, 
Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, Wilson of Massachusetts, Wil- 
sen of Missouri, and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Howe, King, Morrill, 
Sherman, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, and Wilmot—16, 


So the bill was passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. WILMOT, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I move that 
the Senate postpone all other matters for the pur- 
pose of proceeding to the consideration of execu- 
tive business; and I will simply state that it is 
necessary that this should be done. 

The motion was agreed to; and after an ex- 
ecutive session, the doors were reopened, and the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripvay, April 25, 1862. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by pe Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srockron. 
he Jotrnal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


The SPEAKER, The question pending when 
the House adjourned was one of privilege, raised 
by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Hurcutns,] 


against his colleague,[Mr.Vattanpicuam.] The | 
following is the resolution submitted to censure | 


the gentleman from Ohio for disorderly words 


spoken in debate in the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union: 


Whereas Hon. CU. L. VALLANDIGHAM, a member of this 
House, of the State of Ohio, in Committee of the Whole, 
made use of the fo\lowing language concerning Hon. B. F. 
Wane, a Senator in Congress: 

“Mr. Chairman, [ have waited patiently for three days 
for this the earliest occasion presented for.a personal ex- 
SS Tn a speech delivered in this city—not in this 

ouse—certainly not in the Senate—no sucli speech could 


bave been tolerated in an American Senate—I find the fol- | 
* * * * a * 


lowing :” = 7 
“ Now, sig, here in my place in the House, and as a Rep- 


~ 


resentative, i denounce—and I speak itadvisedly—the au- | 


thor of that speech asa liar, a scoundrel, and a coward. His 
name is Benjamin F. Waves.” 

And whereas said remarks are a violation of the rules of 
this House, and a breach of its decorum, and deserve the 
censure of the House: Therefore, 

That C, L.VatitanpieuaM, for said violation of 
the rules of the House and its decorum, is deserving of cen- 
sure, and is hereby censured. 


It will carry | 
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On that resolution the question of order is made || tinue, alter, and amend the charter of the city of 
that under the express language of the 62d rule of || Washington;’’ and 


the House the gentleman from Ohio could not || A bill to incorporate the Guardian Society to 




















sure of the House, for the words spoken, another 


lumbia. 


- . | ‘ ° ‘ ; . 
now be held to answer, or be subject to the cen- | reform juvenile offenders in the District of Co- 
| 
' 
| 


member having spoken and other business having 
intervened before exception to them was taken, 
and that consequently the preamble and the resolu- 
tion could not be entertained by the House. The 
Chair will have read the 62d rule, and a paragraph 
from the Manual. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

‘** Ifa member be called to order for words spoken in de- 
bate, the person calling him to order shall repeat the words 
excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writing at the 
Clerk’s table; and no member shall be held to answer, or 
be subject to the censure of the House, for words spoken 
in debate, if any other member has spoken, or other busi- 
ness has intervened, after the words spoken, and before ex- 


ception to them shall have been taken.’’—Sizty-Second 
Rule. 


“ Disorderly words spoken in a committee must be writ- 
ten down as in the House, but the committee can only re- 
port them to the House for animadversion.””— Manual, p. 77. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Hurcuiys] in his resolu- 
tion not having complied with either the rule of 
the House or the provision of parliamentary law, 
that therefore the point of order is well taken. 


IOWA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 
The SPEAKER stated that the next question 


in order was the consideration of the report of 


the Committee of Elections on the Lowa contested- 


election case of Byington against Vandever. 
CALIFORNIA LAND TITLES. 
Mr. PHELPS, of California, by unanimous 


consent, introduced a bill to quiet the land titles 
in the State of California; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MALLORY moved that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, by unanimous 
consent, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reporteda bill making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending the 30th of June, 1863; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I call up for consider- 
ation the following resolutions, reported from the 
committee on Government contracts. The com- 
mittee have the right to report at any time, and 
these resolutions come up asa privileged question. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to decline making any further payment to the parties inter- 
ested in the steamboat Cataline, ou account of the charter 
of the said vessel by the United States on the 25th day of 
April, 1861, 

Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be requested 
to adjust the claim against the Government for the five thou- 


sand Hall carbines, purchased through Simon Stevens, Esq., 
by General John C. Frémont, on the 6th day of August, 1861, 


the city of St. Louis,on the basis of a sale of said arms to 
the Governinent for $12 50 each, rejecting all other demands 
against the Government on account of the purchase of said 
arms. 


Resolved, That the practice of employing irresponsible 
parties, having noofficial connection with the Government, 
in the performance of public duties which may be properly 
performed by regular officers of the Government, and of pur- 
chasing by private contract supplies for the different Depart- 
ments, where open and fair competition might be properly 
invited by reasonable advertisement for proposals, is inju- 
rious to the public service and meets the unqualified disap- 
probation of this House. 

Mr. MALLORY. Before we proceed to con- 
sider those resolutions, which will lead to pro- 
longed discussion, I ask the gentleman to permit 
me to take up and pass another bill. 

_ Mr. WASHBURNE., I wish to hear first what 
is the request of my friend from Ohio, to whom | 
yield. 

CHARTER OF WASHINGTON, ETC. 


Mr. ASHLEY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced bills of the following titles; which were 
severally read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia: 
A bill to amend an act, entitled ‘* An act to con- 











and afterwards delivered at the United States arsenal at | 


GOVERNMENT TRANSPORTATION, 


Mr. MALLORY. I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois to yield the floor to me so that | may move 
to take up and put on its passage a bill to facil- 
itate the passage of troops and mails between New 
York and Washington. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I cannot yield for that 
purpose, for that bill will require a great deal of 
discussion. 

Mr. MALLORY. Itis a matter of great inter- 
est tothe people. Itisa subject of practical legis- 
lation, and in that respect somewhat different 
from the resolutions urged upon our considera- 
tion by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I do not yield for that 
purpose. 

PAYMENT OF SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Lask the gen- 
tleman to yield to me in order that I may secure 
action on House bill No. 413, making appropria- 
tions for the payment of the bounty authorized 
by the sixth section of an act entitled ** An act to 
authorize the employment of volunteers to ald in 
enforcing the laws and protecting public prop- 
erty,’’ approved July 22, 1861, and for other pur- 
poses. [twill not take up much time, and it ought 
to be passed to-day. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I will yield for that pur- 
pose, if the gentleman from Vermont will move 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of that bill, and be considered in the House 
without debate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I make the mo- 
tion that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of that bill. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE., I have the rightto yieid 
to the gentleman from Vermont, and I will doso, 
in order that he may move the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to consider that bill, if he will close 
the general debate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will do so, I 
move that all general debate in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on that bill 
be closed in five minutes after its consideration 
shall be resumed. 


GOVERNMENT TRANSPORTATION. 


Mr. MALLORY, by unanimousconsent, moved 
that the bill to facilitate the transportation of the 
troops and mails from Washington city to New 
York, be ordered to be printed, and recommitted 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, moved that the 


rules be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. W at- 
tron, of Vermont, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question before 
the committee to be House bill No. 413, making 
appropriations for the payment of the bounty 
authorized by the sixth section of an act entitled 
** An act to authorize the employment of volun- 
teers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting 
public property,” approved July 22, 1861, and for 
other purposes; and that the first question was 
on the substitute of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as follows: 

That the following sums be, and the same are hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise Appropriated, for the objects hereinatter expressed : 

For payment of the bounty to widows and legal heirs of 
such volunteers as may have died or been killed, or may die 
or be killed in service, authorized by the sixth section of 
an act entitled “ An act to authorize the employment of 
volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting pub- 
lic property,” approved July 22, 1861, $6,000,000, orso much 
thereof as may be found necessary. 

For coinpensation of ten additional clerks, hereby author- 
ized to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, $12,000. 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum of $3,000, 
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or so much thercof as may be found necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby appropriated, for the expenses of the com 
mittee on disloyal caiployés of the Government, appointed | 
by resolution of the [louse of Representatives, July 8, 1861. | 
Sno 3. And be it further enacted, That the sum of $2,000 | 
be, and the same is hereby appropriated, for the repair and | 
preservation of the custom-house at Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, 
the Second Auditor of the Treasury reported that 
it would require $6,000,000 for the purpose of ex- 
ecuting the first section, but by subsequent inves- 
tigation of the subject by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, |Mr.Epwarps,] we have become sat- 
isfied that $1,000,000 less would do. And in these 
days $1,000,000 saved is something. It will be 


enough to pay for the printing of our documents in || 


the German language. Therefore I move to reduce 
the appropriation from $6,000,000 to $5,000,000. | 
Mr. F.A.CONKLING. I wish to ask the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Vermont for a mo- 
ment. Have the Committee of Ways and Means 
made inquiry atthe War Department as to the 
amount necessary to carry out the object indicated 
in the first section of the bill? L understand that 
‘his appropriation is proposed to be made in pur- 
suance of the provisions of section six of an act 
entitled, ** An act to authorize ee of 
volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and protect- 
ing public property,’’ which is in these words: 


‘* And be it further enacted, That any volunteer who may |! 


be received into the service of the United States under this | 
act, and who may be wounded or otherwise disabled in ser- | 
vice, shall be entitied to the benefits which have been or 
may be conferred on persons disabled in the regular service ; 
and the widow, if there be one, and if not, the legal heirs 
of such as die or may be killed in service, in addition toall 
arrears of pay and allowances, shall receive the sum of 
#100.” 


Now, as [ understand the bill, the appropriation 
now asked for is to pay this bonus of $100, and 
the sam named is $6,000,000, an amount, in my 
judgment, very far beyond the necessities of the 
service, ‘The original billintroduced by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr. Epwarps] 
provides, as | am informed, for the appropriation 
of $5,000,000. The Committee of Ways and | 
Means have, in their wisdom, seen fit to augment 


that amount, upon some ground or another, || 


$1,000,000, and they have reported accordingly. I 
think that $6,000,000, or $5,000,000, or $3,000,000 
is in excess of the amount required. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. [thought that I 
had put the committee in possession of the facts of 
thecase. The original billappropriated $5,000,000. 
The proper officer of the pay department, or the 
Second Auditor of the Treasury, sent us a com- 
munication that $6,000,000 would be required. 
I now move to reduce the appropriation from 
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priating $2,000 for the benefit of the custom-house 
in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. I know nothing about 
the merits of the question; but whether neces- 
sary or not, I object to its being in this bill. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I wish to sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Indiana that I desire 
to amend the second section of the substitute be- 
fore we proceed to the last section; and I under- 
stand that several gentlemen desire to offer amend- 
ments to the first section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume my amendment 
| will not interfere with other amendments. How- 


to its being attached to this bill. Itis in no sense 
germane to the subject. Here is a bill proposing 
to appropriate five or six millions of dollars for 


| the Government with the soldiers of the Republic, 

where they fall in honorable battle. 
| reason why an appropriation for a custom-house 
should be attached to this bill. Itis part and par- 
| cel of alog-rolling system which has been ignored 


| found, in the State Legislatures, to be eminently 
destructive to the public interests. I object to any 
measures being connected with the bill, except 
such as refer to its main object. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I wish to move an 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is 
in order at this time. 

The question was taken upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Morritx, of Vermont; and it was 
not agreed to. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. 


ing amendment: 


And no money shall be paid to the heirs of any such de- 
ceased soldier who are more remote than brother and sister 
| of such deceased, nor to such heirs as have in any way been 
| engaged in, or who have aided or abetted in, the rebellion 
| against the United States. 


I move the follow- 


| Mr. Chairman, it is not within my recollection 
| that there is any general law providing for the 
; same end to which this amendment is directed. 
| | offered the amendment in the way of a sugges- 
| tion, in order that if there was no such provision, 
the amendment might be adopted. It 1s obvious 
that at this time, and in the present state of our 
public Treasury, we should in all these appro- 
priations economize to the very last degree con- 
sistent with right. 

The only remark I have to make in reference 
to the first clause of the amendment is, that when- 
ever an heir becomes so remote to the deceased 





$6,000 ,000 to $5,000,000, in consequence of inform- 
ation derived from a further investigation of the 
subject that $5,000,000 will be sufficient. What- 
ever sum may be appropriated, no more can be 
expended than is actually required. 

Mr. F.A.CONKLING. Was the gentleman’s | 
information received from the War Department? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No, sir, from 
the Second Anditor of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment. It is of the utmost importance that this 
appropriation should be large enough. Inasmuch 
as this appropriation is probably only large 
enough, where is the impropriety of making an 
appropriation of $6,000,000? I understand from 
the cautious language made use of by the gentle- 
man from Vermont, that it may possibly be that 
$5,000,000 may be sufficient. Now, inasmuch as 
not one dollar of this money will be expended ex- 
cept in pursuance of laws already in force, and for 
a purpose eminently right and proper, I suggest | 
to the gentleman who acts on behalf of the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, whether it is not ex- 
tremely unwise, under these circumstances, to | 
make a reduction. I insist upon the appropria- 
tion of the whole of this $6,000,000 in pursuance 
of the recommendation of the War Department; | 


family, or of those who are dependent upon him, 
it does not seem to be right to extend the bounty 
of the Government to such remote relationship. 
I hope, therefore, there will be no reluctance in 
adopting that part of the amendment. Indeed, I 
do not know but that brothers and sisters might 
be very properly excluded from the range of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether the language made use of in the 
| act of July is not ** widow and children of the 
| deceased ?”’ 
| A Voice. ‘ Legal heirs’’ is the language. 
| Mr. SHELLABARGER. I remarked that I 


I will withdraw it. 
marks which were made by the gentleman from 
Indiana, that my amendment was required by the 
present state of the law. 

In regard to the propriety of excluding persons 
| not loyal from a participation in the Government 
| bounties, no remarks need be made. I hope the 
amendment, if it be found necessary, will be 
| adopted. 

r. MAYNARD. I ask the gentleman from 
| Ohio to allow his amendment to be modified, so 





and if $5,000,000 be sufficient, well and good. I as to include the parents, or at least the widowed 
trust in God that it will be more than sufficient. || mothers. Many mere lads have gone into the ser- 


If it is sufficient, well and good, and no more will | 
be expended. If it is not sufficient, I protest 


| 
| 
against one dollar, at the end of the current year, | 


remaining unpaid to these parties. [ would rather 
there should be an excess of millions, than a de- 
ficit of one dollar. 

i desire, Mr. Chairman, before taking my seat, 
to move to strike out that which is contained in 
the last section of the substitute—the one appro- 





vice, lads upon whom aged fathers and mothers 
depend for their support in old age. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. [I only will say that 
I accept cheerfully the idea of the gentleman from 
Tennessee; and if it can be put into form, I will 
embody it into my amendment. 


Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Whether the 


| ever proper or right an appropriation may be of | 
the $2,000 contained in the last section, I do object | 


the purpose of carrying out the engagements of | 


There is no | 


by both branches of Congress, and which hasbeen | 


soldier as that he ceases to constitute a partof his | 


was not fully advised as to the state of the gen- | 
eral law; and if my amendment is not necessary, | 
I understood, from some re- | 





| 











j 
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|| nessee, I am opposed to it, and for a 
| which the House will concur. It will be 


reason in 


re eas perceive 
that this bill relates to the widows and legal ‘ei 


of such volunteers as may have died or haye bee 
killed, or may die or be killed, in the service. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio applies 
alike to all, the heirs of those who have been slain 
heretofore, as well as the heirs of those who ma 
fall hereafter. I think a moment’s reflection will 
dissuade him from taking the sense of the House 
upon an amendment to that effect. I had pre- 
pared an amendment, to come in at line thirteen 
in these words: , 

Provided, That no bounty shall be paid to the heirs of 
any volunteer who shall hereafter die or be killed, unless 
such volunteer leaves him, surviving, a wife, parent, child 
brother, or sister. ? 

It seems to me that such an amendmentas this 
does carry quite far enough the reach of the bill. 
because if a soldier leaves surviving no legal heir 
except some remote collateral relative, I see no 
reason in the world why, at any time, a bounty 
should be allowed to trace out a descent thus far. 
But if it is confined to parents, to children, to wid. 
ows, and to brothers and sisters—and as to these 
latter I confess | have some doubt—it seems to 
me it goes as far as it should. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New York is not in order at this 
time. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I desire to say 
the rights of these men, whose kinsmen have 
already fallen in battle, whatever they may be, 
have accrued. They are vested and fixed under 
the act, and my point is that we should not, and 
perhaps we could not if we would, change and 
divest those rights. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I think that the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York is 
proper, and therefore I accept it, and modify my 
amendment accordingly. 

The amendment, as modified, was read, as fol- 
ows: 


After the word * necessary,” in line thirteen, insert: 

Provided, That no bounty shall be paid to the heirs of any 
volunteer who shall hereatter die or be killed, unless such 
volunteer leaves him, surviving, a wife, parent, child, broth- 
er or sister; and no money shall be paid to the heirs of any 
such deceased soldier who have in any way been engaged 
in, or who have aided or abetted in the rebellion against 
the United States. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion. Ido not propose to make a speech ora 
motion. My suggestion is, that it would be well 
to modify the amendment so as to order the pre- 
cedence in which the bounty should be received. 
I suggest that it be paid first to the widow; if 
none, then to the children; if none, then to the 

arents; if none, then to the brothers and sisters. 
Seemann that the phraseology be changed so as 
to accomplish that result. As far as the word 
‘* heirs’? is concerned, it is a word of technical 
legal import; and we know that, at least, at com- 
mon law, parents are not heirs. I think, there- 
fore, it would be well to limit its signification in 
this particular connection. I have drawn out my 
idea in these words: 

Provided, That all payments shall be made, §rst, to the 
widow; second, to the children ; third, to the parents; and 


fourth, to the brothers and sisters of the deceased soldier, 
and no other relative shall be included in the word * heirs.” 


Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. That amend- 
ment will be perfectly in order, except the last 
few words, after this amendment is adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be offered as an 
additional amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion to the committee. I think that the action of 
the committee upon this bill is premature. The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions have this whole 
subject under consideration. There are several 
bills now pending before that committee, involv- 
ing the questions which it is proposed to dispose 
of in this appropriation bill. The committee in a 
few days, undoubtedly, will report a bill amend- 
ing the act of July, and prescribing the class of 
persons who shall be entitled to pensions under 
that act. The question has also been discussed, 
but not determined by the committee, asto whether 


any modification can be made of the provisions of 


the act of July in regard to bounty. I therefore 
suggest that further action upon this bill ought to 


amendment be left in the form proposed, or || be postponed until the House shall pass upon a 
changed, as indicated by the gentleman from Ten- || bill regulating this whole subject. 


186: 








Mr. 
gentler 
” The 
debate 

Mr. 
the con 
from 
that | 
this ms 
as the 
tion sh 
mittee 

Tell 

and M 

The 

—ayes 

The 
So tl 
resum< 
report 

state 0 

the U1 

No. 4 

ment | 

volun 
been « 
the ac 
clusic 















Mr 
comn 
Th 
read, 


Res 
to dec 
ested 
of sai 
1861. 

Re: 
toadj 
sand 
Esq., 
1861, 
at thi 
theG 
agair 

arms 
Re 
parti 
in th 
perf 
chas 
men 
invi 
juris 
app 
1 

a f 

fol! 


FE 
W: 
fro 
dut 








2 ea oe 


1862. 








i as 


Mr. WASHBURNE. In view of what the 
entleman from Ohio has stated — 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must say that 
debate is not in order. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. Lam going to move that 
the committee rise, in view of what the gentleman 





t] 
i 
| 
| 





Mr. COLFAX. Then I will offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


| has not the floor for that purpose; but let it be 
| read for information. 


from Ohio has stated, and also in view of the fact | 


that 1 did not suppose, when I gave way, that 


this matter was going to be discussed in this way, | 


as the House had determined that the other ques- 
tion should be takenup. I move that the com- 
mittee rise, and I call for tellers on that motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. W asHBURNE 
and MayNarp were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 58, noes se 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaking having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Watton, of Vermont, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and particularly House bill 
No. 413, making an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of the bounty to widows and legal heirs of 
volunteers who have died or who may die, or have 
been or may be killed in service, as provided in 
the act of July 22, 1861, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 


Mr. DAWES. I now call up the report of the 
committee on Government contracts. 

The resolutions reported by the committee were 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be requested 
to decline making any further payment to the parties inter- 
ested in the steamboat Cataline, on account of the charter 
of said vessel by the United States on the 25th day of April, 
1861. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to adjust the claim against the Government for the five thou- 


sand Hall carbines, purchased through Simon Stevens, | 


Esq., by General John C. Frémont, on the 6th day of August, 


1861, and afterwards delivered at the United States arsenal | 


atthe city of St. Louis, on the basis ofa sale ofsuch arms to 
the Government for $12 50 each, rejecting all other demands 
against the Government on account of the purchase of said 
arms. 

Resolved, That the practice of employing irresponsible 
parties, having no official connection with the Government, 


in the performance of public duties which may be properly | 
performed by regular officers of the Government, and of pur- | 


chasing by private contract supplies for the different Depart- 
ments, where open and fair competition might be properly 
invited by reasonable advertisements for proposals, is in- 
jurious to the public service, and meets the unqualified dis- 
approbation of this House. 


When the subject was before the House upon 
a former occasion, Mr. Hotman submitted the 
following as an additional resolution: 

Resolved, That Hon. Simon Cameron, late Secretary of 
War, by investing Alexander Cummings, without requiring 
from him any guarantee for the faithful performance of his 
duty, with the control of large sums of the public money, 
and authority to purchase without restriction large amounts 
of military supplies ; and the Secretary of the Navy, in the 
employment of George D. Morgan, without requiring any 
such guarantee, in the purchase of large numbers of vessels 
for the public use, with a compensation dependent on the 
prices paid and receivable from the sellers, instead of em- 
ploying responsible officers of the Government, have adopted 
a policy highly injurious to the public service, destructive 
of public economy and public confidence, and deserve the 
censure of this House. 

Mr. Fenton moved to add the following to the 
second resolution: 


Provided, ‘That nothing herein contained shall be so eon- 
strued as to exonerate the Government from the payment 
of any claims arising from advances made in good faith on 
certificates made by authorized officers of the Government. 


Mr. Srevens moved to amend the second res- 
olution by striking out the word “ through,”’ in 
the third line, and inserting ‘* by.’’ « 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, the first of these 
resolutions pertains to a subject about which some 
testimony has been taken by the committee, and 
which has not yet been reported to the House. I 
therefore ask the unanimous consent of the House 
to lay aside that resolution; and I shall ask their 
attention to the second of the series of resolutions 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions are all before 
the House at this time. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose that by unanimous 
consent of the House the first pradieion can be 
laid aside. 

Mr. COLFAX. I object, unless I can have 
an opportunity of offering an amendment to the 
second resolution of the series. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Itwill be open toamend- 
ment. 








Mr. WASHBURNE., [rise to a question of 
order. My colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] has 


the floor. He proposes to speak to the second 
resolution. 
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|| Globe, a preconcerted attack upon the personal 


I suggest that my colleague | 


I understand that it is not proposed || 


to ask for any consideration of the first and third | 


resolutions to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see any 
point of order in that statement. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The point of order is 
that the gentleman from Indiana, when the reso- 
lution is before the House, will have an oppor- 
tunity to offer his amendment, and I object to the 
time of my colleague on the committee being taken 


up. 
_ Mr. COLFAX. Then I object to the unan- | 
imous consent asked by the gentleman from Mas- | 


sachusetts. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- | 


sachusetts is entitled to the floor, and all the res- 
olutions are before the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish itto be understood that 
I do not object to the gentleman’s offering his 
amendment. 

Mr. COLFAX. Then I offer the following as 


a substitute for the second resolution: 


Resolved, That the course adopted by the naval inves- | 


tigating committee of 1859, of communicating to officers of 
the Government copies of evidence apparently adverse to 
them, and giving them the opportunity to cross-examine 
the witnesses against them, or to refute or explain their 
testimony is, in the opinion of this House, worthy of imi- 
tation wherever practicable, by investigating committees 


appointed by order of the House of Representatives, espe- | 
cially where the said committees receive and collect such | 


testimony in secret session; and that it is contrary to the 
plainest principles of justice to condemn any citizen upon 
ex parte evidence taken against him by a committee in 
secret, and the purport of which has not, if practicable, been 
laid before him by said committee, with an opportunity to 
explain or refute it before their report. 


The SPEAKER. The amendment can only 
be received by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COLFAX. 
second resolution. 


The SPEAKER. No amendment would be in 


order except an amendment to the amendment of || 
the gentleman from Sar Ge Gad hd ca 


which is to strike out the word * through’? an 
insert “by.” 

Mr.COLFAX. Then! will offer itasanamend- 
ment to thatamendment, moving to strike out ad- 
ditional words, to wit, the remainder ofthe section, 
and to insert what I have offered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
that can be done. The Chair thinks that no fur- 
ther amendment is in order at this time, except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my colleague will offer it 
as an addition to the second resolution, I presume 
there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will offer it in that form as 
an addition to the second resolution, 


TheSPEAKER. Then the Chair understands 


the amendment to be pending as an addition to the | 


second resolution. 

Mr.DAWES. Mr.Speaker,{donotknow that 
I shall have any disposition to say a single word 
in opposition to the amendment just submitted by 
the gentleman from Indiana. hen he comes to 
know the course which this committee has pur- 
sued a little more fully than he seems to do now, 
he will find no occasion for offering it in the light 
of an admonition to this committee. The abstract 
principle [agree with entirety nee its application, 
individually and personally, | have no objection to, 

The evidence before the committee touching the 
second resolution has been reported to the House. 
It is proposed by the committee at this time to 
ask the attention of the House to that resolution 
and to the evidence which sustains it, and to ask 
them for a vote upon it. 

But, sir, the House will expect from the com- 
mittee, | doubt not—they certainly havea right to 
expect from the committee before they call upon 
the House to vote upon that resolution—some al- 
lusion to matters which have transpired in this 
House within the last few days. Sin, on Mon- 





I offer itas a substitute for the || 





day last the committee on Government contracts | 


was for a second time in its absence honored with 
a premeditated and, as it would appear from the 


| 


character and integrity of its members, The com- 
mittee received notice of this attack by the tele- 
graph when they were quietly and, as they sup- 
posed, faithfully discharging the duties the House 
imposed upon them in the city of New York, and 
inasmuch as the teleg-aph was silent upon the fact 
that it was announced to the House that no mem- 
ber of the committee was present during that at- 
tack, it went forth that no reply of the committee 
was made to the attack at all, and that they were 
to be held as silently confessing its justice and its 
truth. They can hardly expect, and have no right 
to expect, the House to vote for the resolution if 
the charges made against the committee on Mon- 
day last have any foundation in truth, and there- 
fore it is that it is incumbent upon the committee 
before asking that vote to say whatever they may 
have to say upon the character of these attacks. 

The House will bear the members of the com- 
mittee outin the assertion, thatalthough much time 
has been occupied in this House concerning it and 
its transactions, they have never occupied one mo- 
ment of its time except in self-defense; they have 
never taken up one moment of the time of this 
House in speeches touching their mission or its re- 
sults, and have only sought, when driven to it, to 
defend themselves as well as they may. 

The nature of this second, as ot the first, attack 
on the committee, in its absence, is such that it 
forbids their silence. That the House should dif- 
fer with the committee in its conclusions, that the 
House should differ with the committee in its ar- 
guments and in its method of proceeding, is most 
| natural. Differences of that kind with commit- 
tees of the House are of daily occurrence. They 
are always expected, and are always to be met 
by any committee charged in this House with any 
of its duties. But attacks on the integrity and 
personal character of members of a committee are, 
1 am happy to say, somewhat unusual in this 
House. Vee it has been the peculiar experience 
of this committee to encounter them from step to 
step of its progress, 

These attacks, Mr. Speaker, have been always 
made on the committee in its absence. So faras 
I am able to know, they resolve themselves into 
but two charges, Lask the attention of the House, 
not to any refutation of arguments or conclusions, 
but simply to questions impugning the commit- 
tee’s integrity of purpose and its fidelity to the 
House. They consist, | say, of two points. In 
| a report of evidence containing more than eleven 
| hundred printed pages, the diligence and scrutiny 
of those who have felt it their mission to seck after 
the mistakes of this committee have found out only 
two mistakes. ‘The first was that which was the 
foundation of the attack made on it in its absence 
by the gentleman representing one of the Phila- 
delphia districts, [Mr. Kexvey.} It was thatthe 
committee had made use of a misprint in the test- 
imony, for which it was not answerable, as not 
having originated with it, and in regard to which 
I showed on a former occasion two things—first, 
that it was entirely the work of the printer, of 
which no member of the committee had the slight- 
est knowledge; and second, that it was immate- 
rial, not altering in one particle the meaning and 
substance of the testimony in which it occurred, 

The second was made the basis of an attack on 
the committee last Monday. That was a mistake 
in the name of an individual. In an investigation 
running through eleven hundred pages, it has 
been the good fortune of another of the distin- 
guished Representatives of Pennsylvania to detect 
a single mistake. It has happened two men in 
this whole country happen to bear a very peculiar 
name—a foreign name—and that the committee 
has confounded the two persons, These are the 
only two mistakes of fact—that of the printer and 
this one—which I have heard of as having been 
charged upon this committee. They have both 
been charged to have been willfully made. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether the mistake that he ac- 
knowledges now wasacknowledged publicly here- 
tofore by the committee, when it was required to 
do so? 

Mr. DAWES. The first moment that the at- 
tention of the committee was called to it, that mo- 
ment it admitted the mistake, and pointed out how 
it occurred. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. And made public repa- 
ration for having charged a man with having an 
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mitted that to be a mistake? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The committee did not admit 
that it had made one particle of mistake touching 
the point to which the gentleman alludes; but | 
am tot going loconsume any part of my hour by 
rearcuing to this House that there is no difference 
between a man saying he has in the hands of a 
third party a given sum of money, and his saying 
that it is there subject t6 his own order. 
about to say that these two are the only accusa- 
tions against the committee made in the House 
General Frémont, however, has made another, to 
which I desire to call the attention of the commit- 
tee on the conduct of the war, for the mere pur- 
pose of setting this committee right. I have no 
purpose of bringing into this controversy any ac- 
cusation against General Frémont. In the lately 
published statement of General Frémont, made 
before the committee on the conduct of the war, 
he charged the committee on Government con- 
tracts with having come to St. Louis encouraging 
insubordination in his department; that they cre- 
ated a public opinion there that it was their object 
to cause his removal; that they refused to receive 
evidence offered them in explanation of matters 
inquired into by them, and suppressed testimony 
which had been received by them; and that he 


TH 


amount of Government money in his hands, and 


then made to this serious accusation; and second, 
because the subseque nt course of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania illustrated, better than any- 
thing I ean say on this occasion, the motives which 
prompted that attack on the committee. While 
admitting the force and propriety of the sugges- 


tion of my colleague, the gentleman from Penn- | 


sylvania was so charged with that accusation 
|| against the committee that he said he could not 


I was || be stopped from making it, then and there, by any 


such consideration as the fact that the committee 
was absent from the House when it was made. It 
would seem from the report in the Globe that there 
was even a feeling of relief from all restraint on 
the partof the gentleman from Pennsylvania when 
he came to be assured that all the members of the 
committee were absent. His speech leaves a con- 
viction, certainly, on the minds of those who were 
the subjects of that attack, that it was to him an 
opportune occasion on which to be delivered of 
that with which he had been charged forsome time. 


The committee have had occasion, as I have re- 


peated, to encounter these charges from different 
quarters, in this House and out of it. The com- 
mittee know better than the House or the public 
can what has been the course of their proceedings, 
and they have, therefore, been better able to ap- 
preciate these charges than the public or this 


would offer evidence to that committee to sustain || House can, and they have accepted them from 


these charges. 

[ wish toask the mem! 
the conduct of the war—and I see one member, 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Opext,] in 
his seat—whether any evidence has been offered 
to that committee to sustain this charge. If it is 
not an improper inquiry, will the gentleman from 
New York do me the favor to answer it? 

Mr. ODELL. There is no evidence of that 
character before the committee, save that given 
by General Frémont himself, so far asI recollect. 

Mr. DAWES. That is all that I desire to say 
touching that matter. The charge is of a serious 
character, and | know that that committee would 
have notified us of any testimony that had been 
offered to sustain it, , , 

[ now recur to the second of these charges made 
in the House, 
House remembers what appears in the Globe, that 
no man, having any self-respect, could pass itover 
without asking for the evidence on which it is sus- 
tains d. 
declares that he 
committee has] 


believes in his conscience that this 


detected—that it is a lying committee—a scandal- 


It is of such a character, if the | 


A gentleman stands up in the House and 


time to time as testimonials to their fidelity in the 


vers of the committee on || duty with which they have been charged. 


Sir, any lawyer in threading the complicated 
labyrinths of conspiracies, deceits, and frauds, 
knows very well, when he puts his finger upon the 
key to the whole. The physician, probing an ab- 

| seess, be it ever so deep, be it ever so foul, is at 

|| no time at a loss to know when he touches the 
quick. It is the galled jade that winces, or there 

| is no truth in England’s poet. And therefore the 

| committee have been prepared forall this,and have 
accepted cheerfully, as a tribute to their fidelity, 
from time to time, this rustling and this fluttering, 
even this bitterness and malignity, heaped upon 
them. It is only because the House and the coun- 
try are ignorant of the hidden springs, sometimes 
far off, which move men, that they are compelled 
to self-defense. 

Why were we arraigned here on Monday last 
in our absence? The occasion arose from no mat- 
ter connected with us or with any of our proceed- 
ings. We had not atall arraigned anybody in 
thisHouse. It appears from the Globe that the 


perpetrated more frauds than ithas || discussion arose from a resolution introduced into 


| this House by the gentleman from New York, 


hunting committee, expending the people’s money || [Mr. Diven,] on my right, introduced without the 


and bringing disgrace on the public servants. The 


only evidence brought in support of the charge is | 


what I have already stated—that the committee 


i 


i 
| 


knowledge of the committee, and [am sure the 
gentleman will say to us, without any responsi- 
| bility on our part; to which the committee, if they 


has confounded two persons of the same name. || had been here in the House at the time, would 


The committee expected to meet all other accusa- 
tions of short-comings on their part. They had 
not expected to meet an attack of this kind. Iam 


have had nothing to say. The gentleman from 
New York, actuated by what he felt to be a sense 
| of duty, introduced a resolution here, in conse- 


sorry that the gentleman who made it [Mr. Sre- || quence of nothing from this committee, but it was 


VENS] Is not now in his seat, 
a few moments age, while he was in the House, 
that I was about to call the attention of the House 
to the remarks which he made at that time. He 
felt it his duty, as I suppose, to withdraw from 
the House oun business which to him appeared to 


be more pressing than to remain and hear what I 
had to say. 


Linformed him but |! 


availed of as the opportunity to destroy the con- 
fidence of the House in this committee, and the 
| confidence of the country in this committee, and 
the confidence of all honest men in them as indi- 


| viduals. 


| Sir, it is known to the public that there has been 
a systematic effort to break down this committee, 
It has found its way into pamphlet form upon the 


Mr. COLFAX. Will the gentleman permit me || part of the contractors, containing a deliberate at- 


to say a word? 


Mr. DAWES. Yes. 


| tack on the individual members of the committee; 
} and which wisdom or some other monitor sug- 


Mr, COLFAX. The gentleman from Pennsyl- || gested would be more effective, if, instead of see- 
vania desired me to state if his absence should be || ing the light in the form of the peers of the 


alluded to, that before the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had notified him of his intention to allude 


contractors, it could take on the form of an attack 


| in this House from members of the House; and 


to his speech, he had made an appointment with || hence itis that that which was originally intended 
merely as a pamphlet crusade against this com- 


some friends from Pennsylvania, who had to leave 
this afterncon, and that he could not break his en- 
rarement. 


|| mittee has acquired that additional strength and 
|| influence which ought to attach to statements made 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel that || in this House by members of the House upon 


Tam called upon, after having given the gentle- 
man notice, to wait for his return. The commit- 


| their responsibility. 


I am not surprised to learn what was the effect 


we is obliged to my colleague, [Mr. Tuomas,] || of that statement upon the House. I am not sur- 
prompted by that sense of justice which pérvades || prised that the House were ready, almost, in the 


his whole being, for calling the atiention of the | 


} 
| 


absence of the committee, to order their discharge 


gentleman from Pennsylvania on Monday last, in || from further duty when it had been stated that 
the midst of his accusatory philippic on the com- || they themselves had committed frauds, when it 


| 


mittee, t¢ the fact that no member of the commit- || was stated that they themselves had lied, that they 
tee was (hen presentin the House. Weareobliged || had squandered the people’s money in the guise 


to my colleague for two reasons: first, because the | 
Globe now shows the reason why no reply was 


| 


of an effort to save it. | only wondered that my 


friend from Pennsylvania on my left, who, lt un- 
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derstand, had charge of a resolution on that occ. 
sion to discharge the committee : 
ties, refrained from offering it. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. As the gentleman has re. 
ferred to me, I wish to say that | was not charo; d 
with any such resolution; but | think I have had 
reason to vote for such a resolution when jt does 
| come before the House. I repeat that I was Kee 

charged with any such resolution, and do not 
propose to offer any. 

Mr. DAWES. | do not kfiow asthe gentleman 
ever did draft any particular resolution, or that i; 
|| was handed to him, or that he was waiting for an 

opportune moment to offer it. TI only know that 
| the gentleman announced himself ready to vote 
|| for such a resolution, and I only wonder that he 
| did not offer and the House pass such a resoly- 
| tion. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I understood the gentle. 
man to assert that | was charged with sucha res. 
| olution. 

Mr. DAWES, I only took the gentleman from 

|| Pennsylvania as a candid man, as a man of good 
| judgment, with a disposition to do what was 
|| right. I was only alluding to the effect which the 
| charge made upon the committee on Monday last 
| must have had upon the gentieman, and saying 
to the House that [I did not wonder that genile- 

men under the influences of such a charge were 
ready to offer and adopt such a motion as the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania now says he is ready to 
| vote for, He sees, [ trust, the force of my remark. 
|| It is due to the gentleman’s candor and sensitive- 
| ness to what he believes to be right. I would not 
| for a moment believe that there is any lack of 
| courage on his part to move that resolution, 
| 
| 


7 i- 
from further dy. 


Now, sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Stevens,] in the discussion of another mat- 
| ter which had no reference to the committee, tray- 
| eled out of that discussion to accuse the commii- 
tee. It was thought necessary, in order to defeat 
the resolution of the gentleman from New York, 
|| to accuse the committee on Government contracts 
|| with being enemies of General Frémont. The 
|| committee had said nothing in reference to Gen- 
eral Frémont. They had never, in this House or 
elsewhere, made any accusation against General 
Frémont. 

Whether correctly or not, it was supposed that 
|| certain documents brought before the House, offi- 
cial documents, by the committee in their report, 
reflected upon General Fremont. And therefore 
| the committee were charged with being the enemics 
|| ofGeneral Frémont, and thatgoing outto St. Louis 
|| as his enemies, we were seeking after cause for his 
removal. Now, I am able to say, as one who 
|| kuows quite as much about the real sentiments 

and feelings of every member of that committee 
as perhaps any gentleman in this House, that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania who has made this 
accusation is entirely mistaken upon that point. 
It will be somewhat new to my constituents, who 
know me quite as well asthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania doea, to hear at this late day that | am 
| counted one of the enemies of General Frémont. 
| It will be equally unjust to every other member 
| of the committee to make the accusation against 
them. 

The mistake into which my kind friend from 
Indiana (Mr. Cotrax] has fallen, and all other 
members who have arraigned this committee for 
the method in which they have pursued their in- 
vestigations, lies right here: they forget what du- 
ties the committee were charged with. My friend 
referred, with great pride, to the proceedings of an 
investigating committee in a former Congress, and 
he held it up as a pattern for us to follow. He 
forgets that the one committee was charged with 
investigating the conduct of individuals, and that 
the other committee was charged solely with in- 
vestigating the character of contracts; that we 
were to examine those contracts without regard to 
persons, and that we had nothing to do with per- 
sons in the.investigation of those contracts. He 
says we failed in our duty, because when we went 
out to St. Louis we did not invite General Frémont 
to aid us in investigations touching the contracts 
which McKinstry had entered into there, as quar- 
termaster, for the purpose of carrying on the war. 
Why, sir, we went out there without knowing 
General Frémont, or General Frémont’s accusers 
in that department. We were treated with kind- 
ness and attention by both sides, and we felt it 
prudent to decline all proffers of hospitality ¢x- 
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° 
tended to us upon either side, and in our investi- 
cations there to imitate, hambly as we might, but 
as far as in us lay, that personification of Justice 
which hangs in all our courts, and which makes 
her blindfold, hearing, but not seeing, men. We 
were no respecters of persons. We were charged 


with the duty of examining into contracts made, || 


and the report upon which would be a matter of | 
consideration for the House. 

Therefore it is that | care not for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Cor- | 
pax,] for it may be that it should be adopted as | 
a proper course of examination when it has any 
application to the course of examination, and not 
oiherwise. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania says we || 


went out there as the enemies of Frémont, pur- 
suinghim. And what wasthe awful result? That 
when we found out a contract made there about 
horses—a contract about which the quartermas- 
ter who made it said he had spent hours and weeks | 
and months in trying to find, without any suc- 
cess, the man Sacchi, who made it, The quarter- 
master who made this inquiry was a tried soldier 


of the regular Army, who has served for many a || 


year in that capacity. In reference to this Sacchi, 
who had this contract, Quartermaster Turnley 
says—not the committee, though we are held re- | 
sponsible for what the quartermaster said: 


“It came out that Sacchi was nobody, a man of straw, 
living in a garret in New York, whom nobody knew any- 
thing about; a man who was brouglit here (St. Louis) as | 
agood person through whom to work. That rather recoiled 
upon Wood, who brought him to me.”? 





That is the language of Captain Turnley of the 


regular Army, and not the language of the com- | 


mittee. And yet the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania arraigns the committee, and says that there 
are two things, dreadful and awful—dishonest is 
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Mr. DAWES. I will dispose of that question. 
It refers to a contract drafted by Captain Torsler, 
of the regular Army, by the direction of J.C, 
Woods, upon General Frémont’s staff, sitting in 
General Frémont’s office, or else Captain Turnley 
is mistaken. Thatisall. My friend from Indiana 
ea Ww) ; || [Mr. Suanxs} suggests, which I believe is true, 
enough? Such is substantially the language of || that Woods was directed to make it by Frémout 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. \| himself. 


But I do not want to do injustice to this scene; | Mr. SHANKS. Captain Turnley was directed 
and I beg the House to let me read this language || to do it. 

just asit occurred, in order that the whole beauty | Mr. DAWES. I have studied, in order to avoid 
and force of this passage may be better seen than || other complications in this matter, not to mention 


I can describe it. IL said that in the midst of this || Frémont’s name, or anything that reflects upon 
accusation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


n t r him, during this diseussion. Whatever there may 
the gentleman from New York, whom I like al- 


; || be in that matter, the committee on Government 
ways to hear, always eloquent, always classical, || contracts are on trial at this time, and not General 
sometimes biblical, rushes to the floor, and says: 


Frémont or any of his party. 
‘Will the gentleman allow me to make a remark just 


Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield to 
a: Z ¥ y! | me for a single question? 
Mr. Stevens. Yes, sir. | : AWRS te piel a : 
Mr. Roscoe Conkuine. This young man Sacchi, who |} Mr. DAWES. If the House will let me have 
is named here, is, | understand, a man who has been dec- || MY time, | have no objection. 
orated for heroic actions upon the battle- fields of Italy more Mr. KELLEY. I simply want to ask whether 


than once, a man who came here following the star of free- }| Auguste Sacchi, of General Frémont’s staff, had 
dom as the shepherds followed the star of Bethlehem, and | 


went out into that department and joined Frémont’s staff, || part pr iot in the contract to which that paragraph 
not for pay, not for rank, but as a volunteer; a man who || relates! He has a character as well as other men, 
came here, in the language of another, * to crusade for free- || Mr. DAWES. Well, my dear sir, do be patient 
dom in freedom’s boly laud. . _ || with me, and hear me till I get to the end. I was 
“Mr. Stevens. It is enough for me to know that he is | : 
not the man who made the horse contract at all.” 1| about to say that the committee are on trial on a 
. || charge of dishonesty for making a mistake and 
| [The reading of the above extract excited great 2 : . 5 
anes ie the Mouse. } : || confounding the Sacchi who made the contract 
Tr e B { se. . ‘ : e 
; : ? ; |! with this Sacchi upon General Frémont’s staff. 
The gentleman from New York will pardon me || mp . > . . 
: ; : || The gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Sre- 
—for he knows that l appreciate the beauty of that || : : 
VENS,} who took command of the attack on Mon- 
passage as well as he does—for saying that that ‘ 4 : 
5 ett ss ’ , |, day—and in which attack my friend from the 
elegant passage of his in connection with the | 








such a witness in entitled to. You know that if he is found | 
falsifying in one case, you will not believe him in any.” 


This is the charge, falsus in uno, fulsus in om- 
nibus—they make a mistake in reference to the in- 
dividual, and thatis enough for me. [charge them 

| with lying; I charge them with falsehood; and I | 
ask some able lawyer in this House if it is not 





ree. * . || Philadelphia district acted only as a subordinate 
| speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, re- || : : 

| “ie ; * oe | —charged the committee, upon that occasion, with 
| minds me of what my friend from Missouri [Mr. 


: : occupying several pages of their report in attempt- 
Rouutns] said yesterday of the pearl in the toad’s || ; pying mr Pas 


| enn : ing to prove that that Sacchi was the same Sacchi 
the word used—and the result of fraud upon the || head. (Greatlaughter.] And then the gentleman h 


part of the committee; for he says it turned out | 
afterwards, on the affidavit of the man himself, 
that this Sacchi, whom the witness said was no- 


body, was somebody, and did not live in any- | 
body’s garret in New York, but had given deeds || 
and mortgages in New York—especially mort- | 


gaves—as to which he referred to the records. 
And justat this moment, as appears by the Globe, 


in the midst of that most intense and terrific phil- | 


lipic of the gentleman from Pennsylania [Mr. Ste- 
veNns] against the committee for this mistake of 
their’s, rises the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Roscoe Conkuina,] as if intending to interrupt || 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for some impor- | 


tant communication, and wishes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to give way right there. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania gives way, and the 
gentleman from New York says he wishes to call 
the attention of the House, in this connection, to 
the ** star of Bethlehem” [laughter] and the ‘* cru- 
sade for freedom in freedom’s holy land.”’ [Re- 
newed laughter.} But the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was in no mood for poetry, and thrust 
aside the gentleman’s sentimentality and elo- 
quence. He felt, as it appears from the Globe, too 
much as the blood-hound does at the moment of 
springing upon the throatof his victim, to be inter- 
rupted by poetry; and he exclaims, as much as to 
say, “away with your ‘starof Bethelem’ and your 
‘crusade for freedom in freedom’s holy land’ ”’ 
—says he does notcare any more about that than 
he does about the contract for horses, though 


steeped in fraud dark as the bottomless pit. He | 


says, “it is envugh for me to know that he (Sac- 
chi) was not the man who made the hgrse contract 
at all;’’ itis enough for me to know that | have 
detected the committee, not in any mistake about 


the fraudulent character of the contract, butin the | 


great mistake of supposing that one man, bearing 
the same name, happened to be another man who 
bore that name; and then, upon the strength of 
that, rising in triumph over the committee he ex- 
claims: 

* And if the committee had had an honest purpose to 
know the truth, they would have known that; and yet they 
fill several pages of their report in charging that FPrémont 
gave this contract to a member of his own staff. | ask 
What you would thiuk of the testimony of such a witness 
found lying one day? Would you believe him on the 


next?” 

And here, just at this point, he addresses some 
able lawyer of the House—the Globe does not do 
him justice here, for itdoes not state to whoin he 
alludes— 


“You are an able lawyer, and know how much credit 


, . wh <alaienae’ @ Ik _ || who was upon General Frémont’s staff, when 
from Pennsylvania exclaims: tis enoughs my vaaueie: meaall in Sik candinae, dena ices a aed 
soul is satisfied; I have the committee by the s CY ONS SA: Frye SPREE KGNEOERS SSeS. Pee 
; ae ha? nad | contained in three lines, which I have before me, 

| throat; here is a mistake in the name of an indi- seoliseettnale: i aniil seemalee 

vidual; falsus in uno, falsus in omnibus; | put it to 7 , 

the ablest lawyer in this House: ure not the com- 

mittee liars ?’’ Sir, it reminds me of alawyer who 

told me that upon a certain occasion he undertook, | That is all—j ; 
with what success he might be able, to defend a | ‘hat is all—just three lines; the committee sup- 
criminal detected in flagrante delicto, and, as is || POSiIng that the name referred to the same indi- 
always the custom when men are so detected, the || Vidual, called attention to the fact that the news- 
only defense was to set upan alibi; he proved the || P@pers contained that name. And yet the gen- 
| alibi with great success; the man had never been | wn from pee felt justified in saying 
on the spot, and knew not where the spot was | mon wea —— pages rs report ne 
where the crime had been committed; and toward || C®4eavor to prove that fact: OW, It IS abso- 
the close, the prisoner, thinking he was something | oe ees ree | ” Soneeeeras Ceara t from 
of a lawyer also, got up and insisted on putting | salleine Tete of che Spacek Ni w ris ve ane 
|| in his view of the case, and declared to the jury ti she a vie ai order to f o um o ote inten- 
|| that he could show them that the witnesses swore || UOnal misrepresé ntation of the committee, : 

|| falsely when they said there were two beds in the || Mr. KELLEY made a remark which was in- 

room; he told them, as my friend from Pennsyl- || audible at the reporters desk. 

vania said here, upon his conscience, that there || Mr. ae ys Hh gentleman Lams 4 

was only one bed in that room, and then exclaimed || 8!’0US Of taking part in this controversy, f will 

triumphantly, in the language of the gentleman || Just Say to him that when he attacked the com- 

= . . - 1 , » £ . ver — 2 . ip . 

from Pennsylvania, ‘* witnesses who can be false |) Mtttee In 1s absence several weeks since, we ac- 

| in one thing are false in all—falsus in uno, falsus || cepted his apology that he did it inadvertently, 

in omnibus !’? The difficulty was in the verdict of || 4!though the Globe shows that his attention was 

| the jury more than in the theory of the defendant | pact cae eee ee ee 

| on the scasion. me WEE’ ~— , ; 
| at occasion . s : ee * ~e ; 

| Mr. WASHBURNE. If my friend will give || House; anc the gentleman returned to the attack 
way for a moment, as illustrating this Sacchi || the ee "Ee he ae the committee again absent 

| contract, which has so much sympathy here, I || ftom the House. This is the only remark I de- 

| dabile'to Weal ae éxivant Woe the vended of the | Sire to make in this connection touching his dis- 
Holt and Davis commission in St. Louis. It || position to assault the committee in its absence. 
| seems that a certain number of horses were really || If ro poe ee the committee does not re- 

. oo > . , , P » 
bought under that contract, amounting to some || Yeal why the gentleman is desirous of undermin- 
|| six or seven thousand dollars, but when the mat- || he 0 ee of eae in the we 
ter came to be exposed, there was no man who || then there may be occasion for us to remark fur- 
dared to come before the commission and make || ther upon the question, why upon two distinct 
that claim. They say: || occasions, when the committee were absent, the 
“ Though the claim was for the large sum of $6,500, none | gentleman felt it to be his bounden duty to under- 
| 


*<Tt will hardly be believed that the name of this same 
Sacchi appears in the newspapers as being on the staff of 
General Fremont, at Springfield, with the rank of captain. 








of the original papers were filed, nor did Mr. Bitting [the || take to undermine the confidence of the House 


man who claimed to own it) ever appear before us. It || and the country in the committee, 
is hardly possible that he would have run the chance of |} Now I wish to call the attention of the House 
losing a claim of such magnitude, unless there had been |} ‘ 


some urgent reason for declining to submit himself to such distinctly to the motives which prompted the at- 


an examination, either on his own account, or on that of |; teck of Monday last. When the House and the 


the persons from whom he obtained an assignment of the |! country. come to know, as the committee knows, 
contract.”? ) 


| what prompted this attack, they will appreciate 
That is what the Holt commission say. | it quite as well as the committee does. The com- 

Mr. KELLEY. I would ask the gentleman || mittee encountered no such opposition from the 
from Illinois whether the contract to which that |) gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman of 
passage refers was a contract made by a member || the Committee of Ways and Means, in the early 
of General Frémont’ss ff? For that is the ques- || stages of their investigation. 


It was only when 
|| Uon in issue now. D.. s that paragraph refer to || the committee, in the way of its duty, came to 


a contract made bye nember of General Fré- | throw itself between the Treasury of the United 
| mont’s staff? | States and a private speculation in which one Si- 
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mon Stevens was interested, and through which } Mr. MOORHEAD. As nA colleague has || injustice that So had been sought for, that 
it, ‘ 


$90,000 was to be taken out of the Treasury of || taken occasion to set himself rig I desire to say 


the United States, without a dollar of considera- || that I recommended the appointment of General | 
tion, in the simple sale and repurchase of five thou- || Cameron to the Cabinet, that I worked heartily 


sand arms by ihe United States, that the commit- || to accomplish it, and that I am here ready to 


tee encountered the opposition of the chairman of | stand by it. I believe that it was a good appoint- 
the Committee of Ways and Means. It first || ment, and that it represented the people of Penn- 
manifested itself in delaying the appropriation to sylvania. 

pay the expenses of the committee, and it then Mr. DAWES. I desire to say in reply to the 
brought out a speech in the House ridiculing the || gentleman from Pennsylvania that the newspapers 
committee and the committee’s efforts to rescue || did not leave us in ignorance at the time 
the Treasury from the harpies that hung around || [Here the hammer fell.] 

and hovered over it. And last of all, it culmin- |} Mr. KELLEY obtained the floor. 
ated in an attack last Monday on the integrity and || Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. 





I hope the 


character of the committee, and that, too, after the || gentleman’s time will be extended. [Cries of 
gentleman from Pennsylvania had been duly noti- || ‘* Go on!” 
fied that every member of the committee wasab- || Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I object. 





Mr. KELLEY. I wish it understood that I 
did not object; but I should like to have the floor 
when the gentleman is done, without his time 
being taken out of mine. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought there was a tacit 
acquiescence on the part of the House that if I 
yielded the floor to gentlemen my time would be 
extended. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
New York withdraw his objection? 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING., I decline to with- 


by him to the second resolution looks to the same 
end. Sir, if that fact had gone forth with his 
charge the committee would have been content to 
have put themselves with it on their country and 
to have abided the issue. 

Sir, Lam not permitted to overlook also the con- 
nection of others in this matter. Although I had 
not the privilege of being present during the fore- 
part of this week, when this scene transpired, | 
am informed that a distinguished ex-functionary 
of the Government was here in this House as the || draw it. I have listened as long as I desire to 
generalissimo on that occasion. I am informed || listen to refuting an attack which no one has ever 
that subsequently he appeared at the seat of the || made on the committee. e 
distinguished member from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mr. KELLEY. I hope the gentleman from 
Srevens,| and congratulated him on the signal || New York will withdraw his objection. 
success of his achievement over the committee in || Mr. DAWES. Allow me to say that, when I 
their absence, and that he conferred with the lieu- || was asked to yield to other gentlemen, I under- 
tenant in that attack, [Mr. Keviey,] and with my || stood the House to assent to my proposition, that 
other distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, || my time should be extended. regret that the 
{Mr. Moornneap,} who feels courage enough, and | 
is sufficiently prompted by a sense of duty to vote || time, as I would then have saved my own time. 
for the discharge of the committee. Sir, 1 had || Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I raise the point 
hoped not to be compelled to allude to any one || of order that the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
else in connection with this matter; but justice to || entitled to the floor, and must either occupy it or 
the committee requires me to call attention to these yield it. The time of the gentleman from Mas- 


singular coincidences, | sachusetts having expired, it is not in order for 
Mhat is notall. The committee has had fair 


him to pursue thts discussion. 

notice served upon it by this distinguished ex- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
Secretary that its members are to hear from him |) sylvania cannot yield the floor if objection be 
elsewhere. Why, sir, the accusation which the || made. 
gendeman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Kerer] Mr. KELLEY. I am willing to yield the floor, 
made on the committee a few weeks ago was pub- || but not the time, and therefore I will proceed. 
lished as an advertisement in the newspaper in Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I object to that. 
my district, in the vain attemptto make the people The SPEAKER, The gentleman cannot yield 
of my district believe that | was not an honest || except unconditionally. 
man. Of course the gentleman from Pennsyl- || Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, when, a few 
vania did not pay for that advertisement. [Laugh- | days ago, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
ter.}] Of coarse it could not be the distinguished || [Mr. Dawes] protested that he had not meant to 
Secretary, who had served notice on every mem- || reflect on the present Secretary of War, I felt that 
ber of the committee that he would be laid out in | his remark, incomprehensible as it might seem to, 
his own district at the next election. 1 know not || others, was perfectly true; that it was not in his 

| 

i 


| 
sent and could aatoaiey The amendment offered || 
| 





i 


| 
who paid for the advertisement, nor do I care. || nature to reflect on single individuals. The cur- 
No man who was here at the last session of the || rént of all his remarks in this House, since I have 
last Congress can forget how the distinguished || had the honor of holding a seat, has been rather 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means || a wail over the fact that the Almighty had not 
made it public that he had represented to Presi- || called him into counsel when He was about to 
dent Lincoln the true character of that distin- || create man and order His providence, thana find- 
guished individual and the danger of taking him || ingof fault with individual members ofour imper- 
into his Cabinet, how gentleman from Pennsyl- || fect species. I am glad of one thing, which is, 
vania protested in writing to President Lincoln || that the gentleman has discovered, even if the im- 
against taking bim into the Cabinet, and yet we || pression lingered but for a moment, though it 
find how, one by one, they were, some of them i; endured but fora brief paroxysm of time, that 


at least, brought up before President Lincoln, on || there is value in character for integrity and ve- 
their knees, and made to retract it all. | racity. 


A Memser. Notall of them. || i was brought up in a State where the people 
Mr. DAWES. “ Not all.” 


The exceptions || believe, sacredly almost as they do the Scriptures, 
were not as many as were necessary to save || that teaching of Shakspeare which says that 
Sodom. [Laughter.) lam happy to say, Mr. | good name in man or woman is the immediate 
Speaker, that although | have been compelled to || jewel of the soul. We in that State punish slan- 
speak thus of gentlemen from Pennsylvania, I do || der by reclamations upon the estate of the slan- 
not reflect on Pennsylvania herself. Lonly speak || derer, and if that is insufficient to respond ade- 
of the power of that distinguished ex-Secretary || quately, by his confinement in prison. We regard 
over individual men, Iam happy to know that |! libel as an infamous crime; and I have seen the 
Pennsylvania is true when she is herself, and that || libeler in the cells of the same corridor in our 
she is herself on this floor as well as elsehere. || penitentiary with the burglar and the horse thief. 

Mr. McK NIGHT, Will my friend from Mas- || Therefore, it may be that some of us are a little 
sachusetts yield to me a moment? | sensitive when character is falsely assailed. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. || So it may have been with Alexander Cum- 

Mr. McKNIGHT.: | desire to say, as the gen- || mings. And just here, let me ask the gentleman 
tleman has not particularized members of the || from Massachusetts if he will be kind enough to 
Pennsylvania delegation, that, so far as Lam con- || furnish me with the subpena which he produced 
cerned, | am one of the members from Pennsyl- || before the House several days ago? In the speech 
vania who protested to President Lincoln against || made by the gentleman on that occasion, he re- 
the admission of Mr. Cameron into the Cabinet, galed the House with the reiterated assurance 
and that I never withdrew nor qualified that pro- | that a subpena had been issued for Mr. Blateh- 


test, | ford, of New York, and that in order to prevent 





gentleman from New York did not object at that | 
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his evidence had been sought through a whole 
day, and for a longer period, and could not } 
obtained before the making up of the report oe 
the committee. And he produced the subpena 
His speech is on record. It fixes the date of 
the subpena and the incorrectness of his alleea. 
tion. The subpena thus referred to in support 


|| of the slander contained in this report, as pro- 


duced by the gentleman, bears date the 18th of 
December, while you will find, by examining the 
report, that it was presented to the House on the 
17th of December, and on the morning of the 
18th, the date of the subpena so generously js. 
sued, was ordered to be printed with all its mis. 
| takes upon its head, 
| Now, I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
| whether he or his colleagues on the committee 
ever received from Alexander Cummings a com. 
munication, saying, ‘* I have retained $140,000: 
They never did. They will not say they did, 
The dodge adopted by the gentleman was that the 
printer had made the mistake. The country, Mr, 
Speaker, does not hold the printer responsible for 
the mistakes contained in the report, but the com- 
mittee that sent them out; and if the members of 
the committee did not read the proof of their re- 
port, or cause it to be read, and it contains errors 
prejudicial to character which they fail to explain 
or retract, or to accept and publish explanations 
of, it will hold them guilty of libel. 

‘*This,’’says the gentleman—for while he prates 
of character he cannot utter a sentence that does 
not assail it and carp at somebod y—*‘ this,” says 
he, **was a concerted movement. The ex-Secre- 
tary of War was here to incite my colleague to ac- 
tion, and I played a lieutenant’s part in the game 
under his direction.’’ | would thank the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Diven,] who opened the 
| discussion, and in the course of the debate told us 
that his speech was a surprise to himself as well 
as to us, what concert of action he had with Si- 
mon Cameron, or with the humble individual who 
| now speaks, or with the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Waysand Means, or with the distinguished 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Cotrax,] on that 
| occasion? I wait for his answer. If he was ad- 
| vised in or engaged in any conspiracy, God knows 

I was and am ignorant of the fact. 

Mr. DIVEN. As Lam appealed to, all I have 
| to say is, that in the remark I made on that occa- 
sion, that the calling up of the resolution was a 
surprise to me, I simply spoke the truth. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts says ** the galled jade winces.’’ If that 
was meantto apply to me or cover me by innuendo, 
I pronounce it false. I never wasa political friend 
of Simon Cameron. He never represented the 
State of Pennsylvania by my vote or my influ- 
ence. He did not become the Cabinet minister of 
Abraham Lincoln by my voice or by the with- 
drawal of my protest, and I am in debt to him for 
no one act of official courtesy. Look at your 
Army list and the influences that secured appoint- 
ments, and see if there is any other man in this 
House who can say as J can, that my influence 
has made no officer. No, sir; I am responsible 
for the conduct of no officer commissioned by Sec- 
retary Cameron, nor does one of all the number 

owe me gratitude for his appointment. As a citi- 
| zen of my own State who, from humble orphan- 
age, has by hisown labor and force of character 
risen to high position, I honor him, but as a 
statesman I have not admired him. In politics 
his lines an® mine have run in opposite directions, 
although we have twice been members of the same 
party. I can, however, distinguish between the 
politician and the man; and as a man of extraor- 
dinary and generous traits of personal character I 
know and respect him. ; 

The gentleman intimates that somebody on this 
floor may suffer by the final report of the com- 
mittee. Sir, let the final report come! and if, in 
their star chamber, there be accusations filed 
| against me, I ask the committee to pursue them 
| 











to the bitter end. If I have done aught to militate 
against my Government, or impair my character 
as a man or a member of this House, ascertain 
/and proclaim it, and let the people of my native 
| city drive me from their midst. But, -sir, it will 
| take more than envenomed and slanderous innuen- 
| does to silence my tongue when truth and justice 
| are the theme. Gothrough your Departments, bu- 
| reaus, which, with or for some of my constituents 
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| enter almost daily, and find, if you can, the man | 
I hay solicited to give a contract to friend or | 
townsman. Go to my owncity and pass through || 
the departments there, and see if you can find an 
officer to say that I have solicited or been chaf- | 
fering in contracts. As one of the representatives 
ofa great manufacturing city, | have reminded the 

| 

| 





President and the members of his Cabinet, that 
our people, more largely than those of any other | 
important city, depend on daily labor for daily | 
bread. To these distinguished gentlemen I have | 
spoken of the fact that my city has done its full | 
part in enabling Pennsylvania to put twenty-five 
ver cent. more than her quota of troops in the | 
field,and have urged them so to direct the patron- 
age of the Government that the wives and children 
of our poor but patriotic laboring men, now in the 
field, should not have want of food, fuel, and 
clothing added to the loss of husband and father. | 
And, sir, withall thie I am willing the committee | 
should brand me. 

[ did not provoke the ire of the gentleman or his 
committee rashly. I made, when I first called 
attention to the injustice of the report, no assault 
upon either. Duty to an abused man required, 
me to do what I did. It was because I saw that 
the committee were nut acting as I thought ina 
spirit of candor and justice that I presented to the 
House a letter from a constituent, calling the at- 
tention of the country to a mistake which mem- 
bers of the committee, as individuals, had refused 
tocorrect. I did keep that communication for 
days, as the gentleman suggested in his former 
speech, and | meanwhile suggested the mistake to 
members of the committee, and asked them tocor- 
rect it on their own motion that [should not have 
to do it publicly, for I did not want to get into | 
collision with any gentleman upon this floor. 

Now, sir, a word to the present chairman of that | 
committee. I ask the gentleman, as, if I am cor- | 
rectly informed, others have done, to name the | 
friend of Alexander Cummings who, during that 
man’s long, painful, and dangerous iliness, while | 
his family were concealing from him the slanders | 
originating in this report, with which the papers 
teemed, came and informed him that ** upon Mr, | 
Cumming’s recovery he would makeaclean breast 
of it.” hen the gentleman made the assertion | 
he was interrupted and asked to name the author | 
of that statement, and if | have not been misin- 
formed he has been solicited personally and in | 
writing to name his authority, but has boon un- 
willing or unable torespond. Unwilling, sir—oh! 
cruel thought—or unable. I ask him now who 
were the men whom he pronounced the friends 
of Alexander Cummings who told him that Mr. 
Cummings would be prepared “to make a clean 
a of it’’ as soon as he had sufficiently recov- | 
ered, 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman addresses me 
as the chairman of the committee. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Wasnsurne] is chairman | 
of the committee. I will state to the gentleman, 
however, that I did receive such an application, 
and responded to it in writing. The gentleman | 
may produce my letter. 

Mr. KELLEY. Show it to me. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania was the chosen friend of Mr. Cummings 
to present his accusation to the House. Another 
genueman from Pennsylvania, however,with con- 
siderable formality, served upon me a letter from 
Mr. Cummings, to which I took the opportunity | 
to reply. Thatis all Ll have to say upon this occa- | 
sion, : 

Mr. KELLEY. I wouldask stil! another ques- 
tion. I have not had the advantage of seeing that | 
letter, and do not know its contents. Will the | 
gentleman have the kindness to inform me whether | 
it names the persons? 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman who was the | 
chosen friend of Alexander Cummings for that | 
paver and who conducted the correspondence | 

tween him and myself, can answer for himself. 
The papers are out of my possession, and | am | 
not at liberty to expose their contents. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is this the representative of | 
the justice and candor of a committee of the Amer- | 
ican Congress, who gives the world assurance that 
a man’s friends have proclaimed him criminal, 
and yet withholds the names of the alleged friends, 
that the truth of the assertion may be tested? Is | 
this, | ask, the justice of the American Congress, | 

+ a8 represented by one of its committees? 
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| lapse of time between the date of the first and second letters. | 


| 





Sir, in the presence of such a spectacle, do you | 


wonder that the report of this committee has been || 


assailed ? 
Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman accuse me | 
| 


of any want of candor when I say that his letter 


is in the possession of one of his colleagues? 

Mr. KELLEY. What colleague? 

Mr. DAWES. Whoever has got the letter. 

Mr. KELLEY. Has any gentleman a letter 
from the gentleman from Massachusetts on the sub- | 
ject in question? If any member has such a letter, | 
{ would be glad if he would produce it. I will be | 
glad to know whether the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts had the name of any friend or pretended 
friend of Alexander Cummings who called upon 
him, and told him that Mr. Cummings was sorry, 
and that when his health would permit, he would 
make a clean breast, or that any friend of Mr. 
Cummings used those words, or any other words 
implying that he hada knowledge of the accusation 
which was made against him. We learn to-day 
that the brilliant young soldier upon Frémont’s 
staff, Sacchi, was not engaged in a horse contract. 
We learn it to-day through the committee, whose 
report is flying wide-spread, and that the informa- 
tion upon which the assertion that he had is 
founded was derived from a newspaper. Have 


Congress and the country been at the heavy ex- | 


pense ofa wandering committee to announce under | 
its Sanction newspaper reports and scandal? We 
sent them out to collect evidence of witnesses, 


and not to tell us What newspapers say. We can || 


read them. 

God knows there was much to need investi- 
gation. My complaint is not that investigation 
has been made, but that this committee, for some 
purpose or other, or by reason of some fact or 
other, has made a report so sweeping in its state- 
ments that the Government and Congress shrink 
from taking any action on it. Punish the men 
who have defrauded the Treasury. Gather your 
evidence, show that they are guilty, and then, 
under the law of the land, punish them, But 
do not imitate the cuttle-fish, which, though it 
scarcely rises above the level of a reptile, pours 
fourth a juice so venomous that it stains, black- 
ens, and befouls the broad and free-rolling waves 
of the ocean. Do not fling your vile odors around 
everybody,and make the names of contractor and 


AL GLOBE. 








| Mr. MOORHEAD. I will furnish it to my 
colleague. 

| Mr. DAWES. That is all I ask. 

| Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman spoke of those 
who had made it their business to seek out the 
mistakes of the committee. I wish I could get 


(1) 
New Yorn, March 29, 1862. 
Sir: Ina speech delivered by you in the House uf Rep- 








|| resentatives on the 26th instant, as reported in the Daily 


| Globe, I find the following passage : 
* Sir, the committee was advised through friends of Mr. 
Cummings during the winter that he was sick, that he was 


|| very sick, that the testimony which he had given before our 


committee troubled him and weighed upon his mind; that 
the effort which he had there made to sereen and cover u 
transactions was a thing that rested heavily on his mind, 
and the committee was assured through his friends that if 
he ever recovered he would make a full and free statement 
of the whole matter, and that the men who had put him up 
| to this and had taken the money and expended it them- 
selves, should bear the burden. The committee was wait- 
| ing anxiously to know that which they had failed to get 
| from him. 

‘“*Mr. Svrevens. Ifthatstatement were made to the com- 
mittee itis right that the person who made it should be 
named, that the statement may be refuted if it were false, 
| as | have no doubt it was. 

“Mr. Dawes. After the kind remark of the gentleman 
|| from Pennsylvania, he can hardly expect that I shouid be 
| tempted to take advice from him. 

“Mr. Srevens. I did not mean to apply the word ¢ false’ 
to the statement of the committee, but to that which was 
| couveyed to the committee. 
| «Mr. Dawes. Let me go through with my story. 
| “Mr. Srevens. Well, I should like to have the name. 

“Mr. Dawes. I say that through the friends of this man 
| we had assurances that he was about to make a full state- 
| ment, a clean breast of it, and to make plain and clear that 
which was so mystified in his testimony, so that the world 
| might know who expended that money. But when he came 
| to get well, the political necessities ot his principal in this 
matter happened, at the time, to be so pressing that it was 
necessary that that which was early promised to be a full 
statement of what had been done with that money was 
turned into an accusation and assault upon the integrity of 
pthe conmnittee.”’ 
| ‘he only weight this statement can have is derived from 
| the intimation that it has some authority or sanction from 
me, the authors of it being spoken of as my * friends.” It 
is, therefore, due to you, as well as to myself, to say that 
you have been grossly imposed upon by the persons to whom 
you refer. 

The bitterest enemy I might possibly have could not, by 
any contrivance, invent anything more false and injurious 
to my character and reputation. 

‘rhe whole statement thus made to you is not only a sheer 
fabrication, but an atrocious calumny. It contains not one 








agent so odious that honest men will shrink from 
dealing with the Government, and force it into 
hands of sharks and sharpers. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I wish to say a word, and 
that is this: if there be such a letter in the posses- 
sion of any member of the Pennsylvania delega- 
tion in this House as has been referred to by the 
member of the committee recently upon the floor, 
I trust he will produce it, and relieve the other 
members of the delegation from the imputation of 
having such a letter in their possession. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I endeavored to get the 
floor sometime ago, but I failed todoso. Ihave 
a letter from the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Dawes,}] but, as it is at my room, I cannot 
produce it. I did not expect this matter would 
have come up this morning, or I would have 
brought it with me. But in that letter the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts gives no name, and 
refuses to give the name of the friend of Mr. Cum- 
mings, who made the statement to which he re- 
ferred. He refuses to tell who it was that told 
him that when Mr. Cummings had recovered his 
health he would appear before the committee and 
make a clean breast of the matter. I stated that 
it was a slander upon Mr. Cummings, and that 
none of his friends had ever said so. Yet the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has refused to give 
the name of his informant. 

Mr. KELLEY. If my colleague will furnish 
me with a copy of that letter of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, | will incorporate it in my printed 
remarks.* 


* The following is the correspondence referred to: 
WasnHinoton, April 25, 1862. 
Dear Six: Herewith | send you the correspondence re- 
ferred to by Mr. Dawes in the House to-day. After receiv- 
ing the verbal reply of Mr. Dawes, | communicated with 


Mr. Cummings, but from some mishap or misdirection he | 


did not receive my letter promptly, and I did not hear from 
him again until the 15th instant, which will account for the 


Respectfully yours, 
Hon. WitiiaM D. Kewrey. 


J. K. MOORHEAD. 


Ihave marked the papers in their regular order, 1, 2, 3, | 


and 4. 


particle of truth. [t is false from beginning to end, in whole 
and in part, in every particular. 

{ am sure you will agree with me that the authers of this 
fraud which has been imposed upon you should at once he 
made known. And I doubt not you will, without hesita- 
tion, furnish me their names. 

And for the purpose of ascertaining who they are, my 
friend,Generai MoorHeaD, member of Congress from Penn- 
| sylvania, will call on you with this note and receive your 
| reply. 

I am, respectfully, yours, &c., 

ALEXANDER CUMMINGS. 
Hon. H. L. Dawes, 
Member of Congress from Massachusetts. 


9 


2) 

Mr. Dawes returned this \odher, saying, verbally, “ Until 
Mr. Cummings withdraws the charges made against the 
integrity of the committee, I can hold no correspondence 
| with him.’’ 


(3) 
House or Representatives, April 16, 1862. 

Dear Sir: Having declined for reasons satisfactory to 
yourself to answer Mr. Cummings, and give him the names 
of “his friends’? alluded to in your speech of the 26th 
March, [ feei it my duty, as one of his friends, and believ- 
ing as | do, the emphatic denial made in his letter herewith, 
to which I refer, to ask you to furnish me with the names 
of the persons who have so basely misrepresented him be- 
fore your committee. 

Respectfully yours, J. K. MOORHEAD. 
Hon. H. L. Dawes. 








(4) 
Wasuinoton, D. C., April 16, 1862. 
Dear Sir: [ acknowledge the receipt of yours of this date, 
inclosing one addressed to me of March 29, 1862, signed by 

Alexander Cummings. I recognize this ictter to be the one 

which you handed me on the day of its date, and which I 
| returned to you with the remark that until its author pub- 

licly retracted the imputation upon the honor and integrity 

of a committee of which | was a member, which he in the 
absence of that committee had caused to be publicly made 
in the House, knowing it to be false, | shold hold no ecor- 
respondence withhim. I have only to add that it does not 
awaken in me any new regard for his character to find him 
endeavoring to avail himself of the known friendly relations 
| which exist between yourself and me to obtain from me 

that which self-respect forbids that I should give him di- 
|} rectly. 

I return, inclosed, a second time, Mr. Cummings’s letter, 
but have taken the liberty to retain yours which acecom- 
panied it, trusting that our own personal friendship will 
suffer no diminution from this correspondence. 

I am truly, yours, H. L. DAWES. 
|| Hon. J. K. Moornneap. 
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time to read the papers and reports with which 
my desk is filled. I cannot find time to read the 
least elaborate of them, much less such ponderous 
this re port, covering over ¢ leven hun- 

lam a widely-known member of a 
community numbering more than six hundred 
thousand people. My constituents and townsmen 
can take the cars late in the evening and have their 
breakfast in Washington, or they can attend to 
the bank business of the morning and take their 
ten in Washington, so that I am rarely or never 
out of the presence of my constituents and towns- 
men. Unhappily, I am not able to answer one 
tenth of the letters brought me by mail, and am 
not, therefore, able to take upon myself the read- 
ing of volumes of the kind now before us, and to 
analyze and sift their contents. 1 am discussing 
the report of the committee, because one of my 
constituents called my attention to a flagrant error, 
and the basing upon that error ofa report destruct- 
ive of his character, the result of nearly half a 
century of an honest and energetic life, and to 
which I invited attention, when no member of that 
committee, to whom I spoke on the subject, would 
admit that there was an error and correct it. 

I wish I could get time to read this report 
through. If it discloses that measure of fraud 


volume 
dred pages 


which public rumor says it does, | would favor | 


energeuic action, and at once ex pose the perpe- 
trators to the public eye and condign punish- 
ment. 

In the course of the gentleman’s speech to 
which I havealluded, Mr. Cummings is denounced 
for his contracts for linen pantaloons and straw 
hats for our troops. Yes, sir, he did make pur- 
chases of those articles; and the gallant men who 
came from distant Maine and northern Michigan, | 
leaving the snow under their feetand at the doors | 
of their homes, were brought suddenly under a 


summer sun, thanked God many a time that some-g| 


body had the sagacity to provide them with light | 
linen instead of heavy woolens, and a wide 
brimmed straw hat to protect them from the sun 
while working as laborers in the trenches. Gen- | 
tlemen need not tell me that there was to be no 
necessity for such articles. Your Quartermaster 
General, [am told, tried to buy such articles be- | 
fore learning there were some on hand, and when 
he went into the market he found that he could | 
not obtain them except at double the price paid | 
by Alexander Cummings. Yes, for white panta- | 
loons he was charged one hundred per cent. higher 
than was paid by Mr. Cummings. 
Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. The hats and | 
linen pantaloons purchased by Mr. Cummings | 
are now In the possession of the quartermasters. 
The pantaloons cannot be used because they are | 
not half sewed, and the hats are too small for | 


anybody. 1] 


Mr. KELLEY. There is a question of verac- | 
ity between us, and I will go to the Department 
with the gentleman to settle it. 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. 
to accept that. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
one hundred and fifty bags of coffee purchased by | 
Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. KELLEY. The circumstances under | 
which Mr. Cummings was appointed were hith- 
erto unknown, The order of 23d of April, under | 
which he was appointed, annqunces them, as fol- 
lows: 


I am willing 


In consideration of the extraordinary emergencies 
which demand immediate and decisive measures for the 
preservation of the national capital and the defense of the 
national Government—”’ 


What were those extraordinary emergencies? | 
Look at the date: 23d of April, 1861—four days 
afier the shooting of the Massachusetts soldiers | 
in Bakimore; two days after the burning of the | 
bridges, when the capital was invested and de- | 
prived of intercourse with the North; when there 
was only one means of access to this building; | 
when more than half of the men in the city were dis- | 
loyal; when a little company of less than one hun- | 
dred men from various States were guarding the 
President’s House; whena local military company | 
of eighty members went to be mustered into ser- 
vice, and more than forty refused to take the oath; 
and when a few companies of Pennsylvanians, 
unarmed as they were, fought their way through 





cleus, which the loyal troops from New York and 
Massachusetts came to sustain and expand. And 


Baltimore to thiscapital with clubs, and madeanu- | 
i 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL 


Inquire also about the | 


. 5 | 
who was to provide for them? A gentleman who | 
had never been in military life was ordered to || 


coéperate with the officers of the Government, and 


he bought coffee. But he ought not to have given | 


to the seventh and seventy-first New York, or 
the sixth or eighth Massachusetts regiments, any 
coffee. Why, they had become common soldiers, 
and to give them such a luxury as coffee was to 
outrage the sensibilities and the principles of the 
Van Wyck committee. Yet, thank God, he pro- 


vided coffee for them; he sent to the capital re- | 


freshments for these men, who had left their lux- 
urious homes, and had come, with muskets on 
their shoulders, to guard your barricaded capital. 


Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. Will the gen- | 


tleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; | yield the floor, hav- 
ing finished my remarks. I came not willingly 
into this discussion, but I am ready now, and 


will be when the final report comes in, to bear | 


my partin asking this House to do justice, and to 
correct mistakes that strike at the character of cit- 
izens,and which are persisted in by the members 
of the committee. 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. I merely de- 


sire to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


| who says that one of his constituents had fur- 


nished coffee to the regiments which came on here 
at that time, that the coffee sent on here by Alex- 
ander Cummings is now in possession of the com- 
missary, and has not been distributed at all, for 
the reason that it was not fit for distribution. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. KELLEY. We will settle that question 
as we settle the other. I had never heard a ques- 
tion raised about the coffee. I Say it was provided 
for such a purpose, and | am willing to go with 
the gentleman from New Jersey to the source of 
truth upon that subject, and learn what it is. 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. I had the evi- 
dence before me this morning, together with sam- 
ples of the coffee itself. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not desire to be turned 
aside from my original purpose in this discussion 
by any question as to the propriety of the pur- 


| chases cf Alexander Cummings in April of last 


year, or the propriety of giving, in the midst of a 
snow storm, straw hats and linen pantaloons to 
the shivering soldiers of Maine and Massachu- 
setts, on their way to defend the capital. I do not 


desire to enter into that question, for I rose to | 
finish the few remarks I designed to make when I | 


opened this discussion. 


But before going further, I ask the pardon of the | 


gentleman from New York [Mr. Roscoe Conk- 


| LING] for wounding his feelings so seriously in the 


poor attempt I made at pleasantry when appre- 
ciating the beauties of his remarks. I found them 
in such strange settings that I was incautiously 
led to make the remarks I did. I was innocent of 


| any design to wound him. 


The complaint of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


|| vania, the chairman of the Committee of Waysand 


Means, [Mr. Stevens,] and in reference to which 
nothing but the rule of the House prevented him 
from moving to discharge the committee, was that 
the committee were ex pending the people’s money. 
Now, lL wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania if he has any idea what this committee has 
cost, over and above what they have saved to the 
Treasury thus far? J want to know whether he 
had the slightest idea about that when he charged 
upon the committee such expenditure and such 
extravagance as to justify him in moving to dis- 
charge them from further duty, and that, too, in 
their absence ? 

Bat before | go further, and lest I forget it, it 


| is due to the Pennsylvania delegation in the House 


that [ should be more explicit upon the matter to 
which I have before alluded. 1 spoke of the great 
influence ofan ex-Secretary over men, and I spoke 


|| of the attempt upon his part to accomplish a cer- 


tain end in that way. I alluded, what seemed to 
be well known as a fact, to his influence upon dis- 
tinguished gentlemen from Pennsylvania, in and 
about and out of the last Congress. I think upon 
the testimony I have received here since I made 


_ that remark, that I ought to say that none of those 


gentlemen, members of the present House at least, 
were induced by any consideration to withdraw 


LOBE. 


sens 


them in the discharge of this portion of their responsible 
duties. 
| 
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April 25, 
were induced to sign sucha protest, were also jn. 
duced by the exercise of that influence alway 
attendant on great minds and great men over 01}, ys 
not so great, to withdraw that protest. 

But to return; I was asking the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania about the expenses of this commit 
tee. he gentleman is before me, and as . 
put the matter in the form of an interrogatory I 
hope the gentleman will at some time indicate to 
|| the House his knowledge upon that subject, 
Mr. STEVENS. What question does the 
tleman put to me? 

Mr. DAWES. Whether the gentleman is aw 
of the expenses of that committee over and 
what they have saved to Government? 

| Mr. STEVENS made a reply which was p 
distinctly heard by the reporters, but the purport 
of which was understood to be, that he hoped to 

have an opportunity hereafter to reply to the gen. 
tleman’s remarks and interrogatories. ; 
Mr. DAWES... I stated to the House on a for. 
mer occasion that the committee had endeavored 
to render its action as practical as possible, and 
whenever they had discovered what they thought 

to be a fraudulent or profligate contract, to Jay j; 

“before the proper Department; the Department co. 

| operating with the committee in correcting abuses. 

| Arithmetic shows that the committee had brought 

| back—when this report was made—in dollars and 
| cents into the Treasury, just about the amount of 
| their current expenses; and they have saved iy 
| contracts amounts which would seem almost fab- 
| ulous in other times. [ may be permitted to allude 
|| to a single contract which was made last Septem- 

ber—made by the then Secretary of War himself, 
| Mr. Cameron, its terms notknown at the Ordnance 

Bureau until three days before he resigned, for 
| the purchase of one hundred and fifty thousand 
| musketsabroad, to be inspected abroad by a man 
| sent out there by the War Department, and whose 

expenses were to be borne by the parties selling 
| the arms, and under such circumstances that the 
| man who was sent out by the party who had made 

this contract with the Secretary of War, went out 

| under an assumed name; a brother-in-law of a 

| distinguished officer of a Pennsylvania railroad. 
Brothers-in-law, | may be permitted to say, are 
| very fortunate in these times, and if I ever begin 
life again I will take care to be somebody’s brother- 
| in-law. [Laughter.] I say 1 may be permitted to 
refer to such a contract, and when this committee 
came to investigate it, the parties came straight- 
way here before the commission on ordnance and 
ordnance stores, now sitting in this city, and con- 
sented to a settlement of it upon terms by which 
$1,300,000 have been saved to the Government in 
|| a single contract. That contract, I say, was made 
|| by the then Secretary of War himself, and, as ap- 
|| pears by the document I have before me, its terms 
|| were not known to the Ordnance Bureau until the 
|, 10th day of January last, three days before the 
| Secretary resigned. 
| In connection with this statement, I send up to 
|| the Clerk the document, and ask him to read what 
| | have marked, It isadocument addressed to the 
|| Senate of the United States by the then Secretary 
| of War. It bears date the 15th day of January 


r Others 


I have 


gen- 


are 
above 


ot 





|| last, two days after he had resigned, while he was 


| then acting Secretary of War, and while his nom- 


| ination as minister to Russia was pending in the 
Senate, and where it encountered opposition be- 
cause of certain statements which I happened to 
make here upon this floor upon the day he re- 
signed. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 





| Tn the mean time I take occasion to state that 1 have, 
myself, not made a single contract for any purpose whiat- 
ever; having always interpreted the laws of Congress as 
contemplating that the heads of bureaus, who are experi- 

enced and able officers of the regular Army, shall make all 

| contracts for supplies for the branches of the service under 

| their charge respectively. . 

| *$o far, [ have not fonnd any occasion to interfere with 


“1 have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 


servant, SIMON CAMERON, 


‘* Secretary of War. 
| * Hon. H. Hamuin, 
** President of the Senate of the United States.”’ 


Mr. DAWES. 


I have stated that, in this sol- 





the protest they filed with the President. I think || War, and addressed to the Senate when his nom- 
| ination was pending,and when the accusation was 
made against him that he had made contracts for 
the purchase of arms, as stated by me upon this 


there is no doubt of the fact, however. The news- 
paper peobepncne announced, and it was never 
contradicted, that many of the gentlemen who 
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emn declaration, signed by the then Secretary of 
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